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erred concerning the Truth. 
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. another Caſe) Bebold, IT ſay unto you , is a 


and confider your Texts ; and I own alſo , that I was 


[3] 


Trix I ought to give you ſome Account, 
nl why did not publiſh the following Let- 
ter Sooner, and why I do it Now. 


— P ben T receiv'd your Letter concern- 
ing the Eternity of the Son of God, and of the 
Holy Spirit, dated July 10. 1719. together with your 
Letter of Thanks to the Biſhop of London , dated 
Jan. 19. 1715. annext to it: Tho' I thought I was © 
not, at my Tears, to learn my Catechiſm ; yet my Cu- 
rioſity led me to read them, knowing your Reputation 
or Learning : And I own my great Surprize , to find 


ſo many Teſtimonies, and ſome Texts, cited by you 


againſt the Doctrine of the Trinity, by which you had 
been drawn from that Opimon and Faith , which you 
once profeſs d; and which now, with the Boldneſs and 
Authority of an Apoſtle, ( like St. Paul e, in 
at 


« Miſtake : So I reſolv'd to look into your Quotations, Let r #0 
much more ſurpriz'd, to find your Quotations liable p. 18. 


to N V Otjections, as you will ſee in the enſuiyg Letter, 
which I writ ſoon after yours came to my Hand, with 


an Expectation of ſeeing you, when you came into this 


Country, as you us d to do every Tear ; and to prepare 
my ſelf, as well as I was able, for your Aſſaults, and 
not to enter into an open Paper-War, knowing my own 
Igrorauce and Weakneſs ; and that I had not ſufficient! 
& 1 prov” 


al Gal. v. 2. 


the Biſhop 
of London, 


verted the & 
untrue, and unfair Repreſentation ef the Pa ſſages 


ion this Subject; that I might vot, by my Silence, be 
thought your Proſelyte : And becauſe it is not enough 


prov'd the Armour, which was neceſſary for an En- 
counter with ſo great a Champion, as had defy'd the 
Armies of the Living God. But ſince you have 
been in Rutland, botb laſt Tear and this, and not af- 


forded me your Company here, as formerly .yau_were 
wont; and that your Letter to me is referr'd to, in a 
late Trad by your ſelf, as a full Evidence of the Truth 
of your Doctrine; and that many may take your pe- 
remptory Aſſertions upon Truſt, from ſo eminent a 
Man as your ſelf; ard ſince I hate had Leiſure to ex- 
amine your © uotations, and do find that van haue Per- 
Serre, und abus d your Authors by 


cite out of them; I have now ventur d to ſend to the 
Preſs my Ani madverſions, and what has occur d to ne 


Rom. x. 10. fo believe with the Heart, but with the Mouth 


Confeſſion is made unto Salvation; and not con- 
"felling the Lord Fefus before Men, is next to the de- 
ny ing him. 


I do not doubt, but your Zeal will prompt you to a 
Reply; and therefore. allow me to tell you the Method, 
in which it will be moſt fair in its ſelf, and ſatiſ- 
factory to me and others, who. ſhall read it. 


1. To ſlate your own Doctrine, and to ſpew that it 
7s conſiſtent with common Senſe, and with the other 
Doctrines of our Holy Religion; which, I hope, we 


agree in; ſome of which I have mention d in ny Let- * 


ter: For, like the Men of Capua, who would not de- 


roy their Magiſtrates, though they extremely diſlik'd ® 
oy becauſe they could not find better to Ks to 


their. Places; you ſhould not, in an Age, when m 


ridicule all reveal d Religion, reproach that, whit 
is eſtabliſh'd among ut, as being againſt © the Light 
« of Nature and common Senſe”, till you have 


freed 


—_ — 
* 


| [ih ] 
freed yout own Scheme from that Obje@ion; and eui- 
dently ſhewn that it is rational and true, 


2. To 3 aſtify the Conſtruction, which you have 
put upon the Texts, cited by you out of the Scri- 
Pares. | | 4 0 11 4 


3. Not to load me with a Multitude of new. 
Quotations: For thut ir to lend e into @ Labyrinth, 
where a Man fo little vers'd in the Fathers, as I am, 
vill want a Clie bf Thread to bring him out of it; and 
vor carthot expeli that I fhonld belleve they are true, or 
that I will take the Pains to examine them; for I may 
Juſtly conclude them to be falſe, till you have. prov'd 
thoſe in your Letter, which I have look d into, to be 
truly and fairly fated. And fnce © Thoſe are the 
« Original Principal Texts and Teſtimonies, P. 24, & 
« which concern this important Subject; tis in 37* 
vain to heap up others, which are leſs Authoritative 
and (Cogent. Now whether your ©notations be true 
and fair, is a Matter of Fuad, which can ſcarce bear 
a Diſpute, or may be eaſily decided: And tho if they 
were true and fair, which I am ſure they are not, it 
would not follow, that I ought to yield to them, becanſe 
there may be others, and you your ſelf have mention'd 
ſeveral, which are plainer, clearer, and ſtronger 
Aſertions of the Divinity of the Son of God and 
| Holy Ghoſt, than Theft which you have produced 

againſt it - Tet, if theſe be not true and fair, it will 
Follow, that you ought to renounce that Opinion and 
Doctrine, into which you have been fo miſled. But, 
notwith{{anding this Advantage which I have, I dare 
join I ue with you upon this Point of the Truth and 
| Fairneſs of your Quotat ions. 


— 


Laſtly, As you have a Right to examine my Quota- 
tions, and the Conſtructions of the Texts cited by me, 
(as I have done yours ) ſo I ſhall be well pleas'd to 
ſee your Obſercations ; being very ſure that I have not 
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L iv! 

wilfully prevaricated in repreſenting them; and ther- 
fore may hope I ſhall not want many Excuſes : But if 
T have committed any Miſtake, I ſhall willingly be cor- 
refed , for I my ſelf would amend it, if I knew it. 
But I would not have jon think, that Jam pro- 
voking you to a Reply, with any Intention of Writing  . 
any more upon this Subjeck: For if what I have ſai 
in Defence of our moſt Holy Faith be right, there will 
be no need of it: But if in any Thing I bave err d, 
tis better to rely on the Goodneſs of thoſe in Autho- 
rity, to whom I humbly ſubmit my ſelf, to forgive 
K Fault, than to repeat it, by attempting to ju- 

tt. 


Burley, 
Nov. 21. 1720. 


Was ſurprized to find in the Prints, an 
Ml Advertiſement of your Letter to me 
concerning the ETERNITY of che 
Son of God, and of the Holy Ghoſt, 


before I had received ſuch Letter from 
vou, or heard of your Intention to 
WH write it: „ 
= Bur now I have read it, I muſt thank 

— === —— | you for che Juſtice you have done me, 2 pet. it, I: 
in ranking me with thoſe, who will not deny the Lord that bought pal. 
them; and I truſt in him, that nothing ſhall ever remove me Ixxxix. 26. 
from this Rock of my Salvation ; and I am very ſorry chat any Rom. ix. 
in this Age have made him to themſelves a Rock of Offence. . 

I wiſh I could as well deſerve the Compliment you make . ii. 
me, p. 13. and that I and others did ſhew our Faith by our 18, 
Works ; then that worthy Name by which we are called would not Rom. ii. 
be blaſphemed, at leaſt we ſhould give no Occaſion for it: And 24. 
tho I am very far from imputing to you any ſuch Faulrs, yet 1 Tim. i. 
if you conſider how many of your Followers have put away 4 19. 
good Conſcience before they made Shipwreck of their Faith, and Teeter to 
what Tendency your Doctrine has to produce the lame Effect Bifpyp of 
in others, you may find Reaſon to change once more your Opi- London, 
nion, and to conclude, that This, which you now profels, p. 18. 
was never taught by our Saviour, who brought Life and Immor- 2 Tim. i. 
tality to Light, and came into the World, and ſent his Apoſtles 10. 
ro turn Men from Darkneſs to Light, and from the Power of Satan Acts xi bi. 
to God. | 18, 

But before I ſay any more of this, or proceed to the Subject 
of your Letter, I muſt obſerve ſome Pallages in your Intro- 
duction ; viz. | 


1. That what Mr. Seaton lately publiſh'4, was writ, as it p >. 
were, in Vindication of my Proceedings in the Houje of Lords: 
Now I afſure you, he did not know of my Intention to make 

A 4 that 
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Charge Things that I knew not. Beſides, in this particular Caſe 
I needed no Defence; for ſurely, in a Chriſtian Aſſembly, tis 
no Fault to be a Chriſtian ; and they themſelves, who oppos'd 
the Clauſe which I offer'd, declar'd their Readineſs to ſubſcribe 
ir, and objected only, that it was not proper to the Bill then 
before the Houſe. ESI EO 

2. The Clauſe which, you ſay, you had a great Hand in prepa- 
© ring, was never offer'd to the Houſe ; ſo I had no Opportunity 
of oppoſing ir, as moſt certainly I ſhould. have done: but 
indeed I never ſaw it. Some Lords did in ptivare Diſ- 
courſe tell me, that ſuch a Clauſe had been put into their 
Hands from you; and I am unwilling to tell you how they 
treated it. | 7 

3. Du ſtile the Clauſe which I offer d, 4 new. Athanaſian Teſt 
© to be laid upon Chriſtians, whereby, with the People calld Quakers, . 
© they were to profeſs, &c. ' ; 

If you mean that this is a new Teſt, as being then firſt to be 
introduced into our Law, you are much miſtaken. For all the 
Clergy, e who are to ſubſcribe our 39 Articles, do fully and 
expreſsly aſſert the ſame Doctrine; and all who come to, and 
communicate with our Church, either do own the ſame by 
joining in our Creeds and Litany, or they do moſt grofly and 
infamouſly prevaricate with God and Man. 

I will not ſay, you are alſo miſtaken in your Inſinuation, that 
this Teſt propos'd was taken from the Quakers ; for Iam con- 
fident you now that it was impos'd upon them as the Condition 
of their Toleration, and very reaſonably ſure : For when In- 
dulgence was to be granted to Diſſenters, cas intended only 
for Chriſtians, and therefore it was neceſſary to have ſome Aſ- 
ſurance of their Faith; ſo that it was a very ill- founded Con- 
tempt chat you caſt upon us, as if we had learnt our Creed 
from Quakers ; and I think it is ſo too, to call it an Athanaſian 
Teſt: For, great and glorious Champion as he was, of the 
true Primitive Chriſtian Faith; yer if we have no other and 
greater Author of our Faith than Athanaſius, I and all Mankind 
muſt agree with you ſo far, as that he is not a ſufficient Ground 
of our Faith, nor would it have been the Roc on which our 
Saviour built bis Church. : f 

ur 
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But if, after all, you mean, by New, only that the Faith we 
profeſs, is not what we learnt from Chriſt and his Apoſtles; 
and was alſo profeſs'd by the Primitive Chriftians : This is the 
Queſtion between us, and I come now to conſider it, after I 
have made one Requeſt to you; viz. | 

That you will nor think me ſo vain, as to imagine my ſelf 
capable of managing this great Controverſy as I ought ; and that 
therefore you will not determine it (I will not fay by the 

— Proofs I ſhall produce, but) by my Weakneſs in urging * 3 
for the beſt Cauſe may ſuffer by an unskiltul Ad vocate. All 
that I promiſe my ſeif is, that what I ſhall offer will appear 
more than ſufficient to juſtify me in the Faich which I profeſs ; 
and ſince we are obliged to give a Reaſon of the Faith and Hope 1 Pet. i, 
that is in us, and you have fingled out and challenged into the 15. 

Liſts me the moſt unfic of all others, I may in Juſtice demand 
of you, and all others, into whoſe Hands theſe Papers may 
come, not to impute to me any proud Conceit of my own. 
Performances in a Subject, which we all agree to be incompre- 
henſible. I have never yet affected to be an Author, even in 
Things which I might pretend to be vers'd in, tho'[ have been 
ſufficiently provok'd to it: But in the Cauſe of God, I may 
ſay, as in the Caſe of Treaſon, every Man is an Officer ; and 
therefore I rely upon the Candor of Mankind, at leaſt to forgive 
in me, what God will accept, the Offer of a Widow's Mite, 

OP I ſhall now ſtate what I cake to be the true Chriſtian Faith, 

| and what, I think, you have declared in your Letter to be 

+ Ours, : 

: We both agree, that there is but One God, E ternal, Immuta- 

ble, &c. But the Church of England, and indeed all the Chriſtian 

Churches in the World, and with them I an unworthy Member, dg 

aſſert and believe, that in the Deity there are Three Perſons neceſ- 

ſarily exiſting, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, Coeternal 

and Coequal. 

You aſſert, That the Son is a Creature made by God the Fa- Pad 5a 

© ther, by his own Will, when he thought fit, viz. a little before 1 29. 

© the Creation of this World, begotten or born after an ineffable * bs 

manner; and that the Holy Ghoſt is a Creature too made by the p 7, 12, 

© Son. 
And you ſum up all in this peremptory Aſſertion, That the * 1 

© Light of Nature and common Senſe is ſtrong againſt the Athanaſian ”" 

Pod rine; the Teſtimonies for it comparatively few and uncertain, 

© but thoſe againft it very many and very pregnant. 

This I ſhall examine, and hope to defend our Doctrine 


againſt ſo bold a Charge, and ſhe char your Doctrine is liable 
to theſe very Objections. 


— — 


And here I muſt obſerve, that you are ſetting up a new, bar 
a very improper and inadequare Rule, by which we are to de- | 
termine this Controverſy : For tho that which may be known Rom, 1.19. 


of 


wg [4] Fo 
e God, is manifeſt to us, yet ſurely the Light of Nature, F 
Matt. xvi. and Blood, could never 2 diſcover'd to us Chriſt the Son of the 
17, 18. Living Cod; This great "Myſtery of Godlineſs, God manifeſted in 
1 Tim. iii. the Fleſh, which, even after what has been reveal'd of it, ſtill 
16. ſurpaſſes our Comprehenſion. 


God made to the Jews from Heaven, could not make the Co- 
Heb. x. 1. mers thereunto perfe#, but there needed a Second Diſpenſation 
Ver. 20. by which we are ſanQify'd ; are we to be turn'd to theſe weak 
Gal. iv. 9. and beggarly Rudiments for our Inſtruction in the Knowledge of 
Dei. the Lord Jeſus, which paſſeth Knowledge; and as to a Rule, 
Eph. iii. by which we are to judge of the Revelation which God in 
19. the latter Times has given us, by ſpeaking to us by his Son, 
Heb. 1. 2. and negle the true Light, which /ighteth every Man « cometh 
John i. 9. into the World ? T 
However, if we muſt be fathoming this Abyſs of the infinite 
Wiſdom of God, merhinks thoſe, who attempt ir, ſhould 
frame ſuch a Scheme, as is, ar leaſt, conſiſtent with common 
Senſe, how different ſoever it be from the Revelation of God 
Matth. vi. in the Holy Scriptures; for if even the Light (of Nature) that 
23. is in thee be Darkneſs, how great is that Darkneſs / 


Lask therefore, | 
1. If our Saviour be but a Creature, how can Divine Wor- 
, ſhip be paid to him agreeable to the Light of Nature? Or how 
Rom. 1.20. can we change the Truth of God into a Lye (which is the Ac- 
Ver. 25. count the Apoſile gives of it) agreeably to common Senſe ; 
And this in ſpight of the many expreſs Texts of Scripture, and 
Gal. iv. 8. the 2 Command ment, in doing Service to one, who by Nature is 
no God. 
For no Excellency whatſoever, ſhort of the Godhead, can 
Iſa. xlii. 8, entitle any Perſon to Divine Worſhip ; for God will not give his 
Glory to another; and what the Angel ſaid to St. Fohn, is no leſs 
Rev. xix, true in this Caſe, See thou do it not, for I am thy Fellow Servant; 
10. worſhip God, So that it he be a Creature, he ought not to be 
worſhipp'd ; or if he muſt be worſnipp'd, he muſt be God. 
You may perhaps give me a ſhort Anſwer, viz. That you 
do not think our Saviour Chriſt a proper and direct Object of 
Divine Worſhip. Some of your Quotations come very near to 


N. bo it; and you expreſsly ſay, and even boaſt, that you © never 


© make the Holy Ghoft the direct Object of any Doxology at ail. 

The Foundation of which muſt be, becauſe you reckon him ta 

be a Creature; and chis Reaſon holds with you in the Caſe of the 
Plal.xcvii. Son alſo. Bur I am unwilling to carry my Suſpicion ſo far, 
7* becauſe this Worſhip of Chriſt is not only permitted, but com- 
Heb. i. 6. manded even to the Angels; Let all the Angels of God worſhip 
Letter to him. And you acknowledge that ſome of the Scripturt-Doxo- 
the Biſhop logies are directed to © the Father and the Son jointly; ſome to 
of London, Feſus Chriſt only, 
p. 9, 18. 2. Ac- 


But if the Light of Nature, and even the Revelation, which 


2 
\ 
* 
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$ 
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2. According to the common Senſe and Notion, we have of 
creared Beings, whatever is made may be unmade. Can the 
Son of God be annihilated? If this be roo harſh Blaſphemy to 
be aſſerted, as ſurely it is, then there is a Creature, (who tho P. 23. 
you ſay, he is govern'd by God as his God, yet) is in this reſpect Matth. 
too hard for his Creator, who by giving all Power in Heaven and xxviii. 18. 
in Earth to the Son, muſt conſequently remain himſelf not om- 
nipotent : Or, if he does, the Son is omnipotent too; and then 
if the Son be a diſtin& Being, there are Two Omnipotents, 
which is abſurd and contradi@ious : For you ſay in your Quo- P. 18. 
tation out of Clemens Alexandrinus, The Son cannot be ever ob- 
© firufted, as being Lord of all. The Addition of, eſpecially while 
© he miniſters to the Will of his good and heavenly Father, (which 
moſt certainly he always does, tho' eſpecially ſeems to imply 
that ſometimes he does not ſo) is not given as the Reaſon of 
this his Irreſiſtibility ; but the Foundation of it is, as being 
Lord of all; that is, God, and as ſuch he does always do the 
Will of his Father, for they have but one and the ſame Will. 

But I muſt not ler ey without obſerving, how unfair! 
you have tranſlated this Paſſage in Clemens Alexandrinus, as wi 
appear by the true rendring of it; vx. 

) Neither can He (the Son) ever be obſtructed by any other, 
being Lord of all, and chiefly, or moſt of all, moſt perfectiy mini- 
firing to the Will of the good and heavenly Father. ; 

And in the very next Line, he is ſaid to be (e) begotten with- 
out 4 Beginning; which fully denotes his intimate Union with 
the Father, and conſequently that he will not, cannot ever be 
— by him; for, as I ſaid, they have one and the ſame 
Will. | 

3. In another of the Quotations tis ſaid, © That the Syn is de- p. 15. 
ud from the Subſtance of the Father; and yet there is added, 
© that he is a made God, created by the Father, How are theſe 
conſiſtent ? For if the Subſtance of the Father be uncreated, 
whatever is of that Subſtance muſt be ſo too; but to be crea- 
red, and yet to be of an uncreated Subſtance, a created un- 
created is a Contradiction. 

4. I preſume you do agree, that our Lord Jeſus was a true, 
proper, and mericorious, ex piatory Sacrifice, and made full Sa- 
tisfaction to the Juſtice of his Father for the Sins of Mankind, 
according to this new Covenant of Grace, I ask then, How 
can a Creature — you aſſert him to be) have ſuch a Degree 
of Merit, as to deſerve the Pardon ot other Men's Sins? Can any 


— 3 
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Creature do more than what is his Duty to do? And the 
reater the perfections are, with which any Creature is edued, 
in the fame Proportion the greater is his Duxy too, ſo that he 
cat have no Merit: And it may be ttuly ſaid of the higheſt 
Lake xvii. created Beings, as our Saviour reaches us to ſay, that we are 
10. unprofitable Servants, and add nothing to the eſſential Glory of 
God, who was infrnitely happy before chere were any created 
Beings, and needed not the Service of any Creatures. 

If you will fay, that Almighty God was pleafed neverthe- 
lefs to accept this Sacrifice, you may better ſay, that infinite 
Good neſs might have pardon'd us without any Sacrifice to his 
Juſtice for our Sins, and wich the Sxinians deny the Merit and 
Satisfaction of Chriſt ; and then, I am afraid, I may ſay; ( as 

1 Cor. xv. St. Paul ſays, if Chrift be not riſen ) our Faith is vain, we are yet 
17. in our Sins. 

But again; if he be a Creature, the Seinians ſeem to be in 
the right: For 'tis hard to reconcile to the Juſtice of God rhe 
laying upon an innocent Perſon, an only begotten Son, in hom 
He was well pleas'd, the Sins and the Thiquities of us all, and 
che Puniſhment of them too; nay, cho his voluntary Under- 
raking of this for us, and his coming into the World for this 
Purpoſe, may, in ſome Sort, anſwer the Obje&ion' to the Ju- 
ſtice of God, yer it may be too great a Preſumption in a Crea- 

ture, to offer himſelf as à Satisfaction ro the Juſtice of God 
againſt us Sinners, becauſe ir implies ſuch an Opinian of his 
own Merit, as would not become a Creature, who (as I ſaid 
before ) can have none. 


p. 35. 5. By your Quotation out of Trenzus you agree, that Gen. i. 
26. Let us male Man after our Image, was ſpoken to the Son 
and Holy Ghoft ; which 1s one of che Texts which have been 
urg'd for the Proof of the Trinity: But if che Son be a Crea- 
ture, and the Holy Ghoſt che Creature of that Creature, how 
ſtrange would it be, and unbecoming che Majeſty of the 

pſal. I. 1 Mighty God, (who hath ſpoken and called the World from the ri- 

p. 11. " ſing of the Sun unto the going down thereof) to take Counſel, as you 

expreſs it out of Hermas, of his Creatures, in the glorious 

Rom. 20. Work of the Creation; which was a full Evidence to the Hea · 

Rom. xi. chien of bis eternal Power and Godhead. Who hath been his Coun- 

34. ſellor, ſaich St. paul? Or being his Counſellor, hath taught him, 

1fa.xl, 13, faith Iſaiah * 

Somewhere I have read of a Philoſopher, who, reading the 


firſt Chapter of Geneſis, was in Admiration of it, ſaying, Ir* 


was the nobleſt and moſt proper Account, and beſt {uircd ro 
the Majeſty and Omnipotence of the Supreme God, that (to 
uſe the Pſa/miſt's Expreſſion) could form the 7/-avens by his 
Pf. xxxiii. Word, and all the Hoſt of them by the Breath of his Mouth. Thus 
6, much the Light of Nature and common Senſe could reach ; 
| And has Revelation exringuiſh'd this Light? No ſure ; for 
| 2 whom 


* 


\ 


E #1 


whom they,not knowing worſbipp d, this has declar'd to us: We dy dou 
do not doubt but that all Things were made by the Mord; but . 
then we ſay too, that therefore the Word was God : For, He, that Acts xvii. 
built all Things, 5s. God. This Doctrine anſwers all Difficulties, 23. 
and 'tis much eaſier to believe a Myſtery, which has been re- John i. 
veal'd by the Spirit of Truth, tho' it ſurpaſſes our Comprehen- v. 1, 2, 
ſion, than to reconcile to our Underſtanding , common Senſe, Heb. iii. 4. 
and the Light of Nature, how a Creature can be omnipotent, P. 13, 14, 
or be made a God, or was made God, (as you and your Authors, 16, 17 35. 
as Du Cite them, aſſert) by that Gad, who ſays, Is there a God Iſa. xliv.8, 
beſides me? Tea, there is no God, I know not any. xlv. 22. 
6. It the Holy Ghoſt be the Creature of Jeſus Chriſt, as you 
aſſert; and if Jeſus Chriſt took the Manhood into God, as 
we ſay, or into that excellent Being made by Gad, as you 
ſay ; for I preſume we both agree he was truly Man, and that 
all together he was upon Earth One Perſon ;, how is it reconci- 
leable to common Senſe, that the Creature ſhould form any 
Part of him, by whom he himſelf was created? For the Holy 
Ghoſt oaverſhadow'd the Bleſſed Virgin, and that which was con- Luk. i 
ceiv'd in her, was of the Holy Ghoſt. Did he, who at firſt made — 1 
Man, and could raiſe his own Body from the Dead, want the att. . 20. 
Help of his Creature to form a Body for himſelf in the Vir- nn iii 
gin's Womb 7 ain it is ſaid, God giveth not the Spirit by Mea- John ni. 
ſure to him; Did He want his own Creature co aſſiſt him in his 3 
miraculous Works here on Earth? Could he make him, and |, _ 
yer hot have him without the ſpecial Gift of God? Could he ſend John xvi. 
im to his Diſciples (as he ſays, I will ſend bim to you) and could 7* 
he not take him ro himſelf. But the Belief of Three Perſons in the 
Godhead (tho the Scriptures mention them as the Creator, the 
Redeemer, and the Sanctiſier of Mankind) frees us from the in- 
conſiſtent Difficulties of your Scheme, becauſe they concur as 
one God, in the Creation of the World, and the Redemption of 
Mankind. 
Theſe Things may be ſufficient to ſhew, how much better Pf. cxxxi, 
and ſafer it is for us not to exerciſe our ſelves in Things #00 1. 
high and wonderful for us, nor to ſeek Things roo hard for us, Eccl. iii. 
leaning to our own Underſtanding, left we be wiſe in our own Con- 21, Cc. 
ceits, and incur the Cenſure, which one Man after God's own Rom. xi. 
Heart, and another the wiſeſt Man, have fix d upon ſuch bold 25. ; 
frrempts. Pf, cxxxi. 
And this will appear to be the more our Duty, by conſider- 1. | 


ing the Conſequences which ſuch Dodtrines have had, and may Prov. xxvi. 
ſtill have upon the Minds of Men. For, | 12. 


1. I am confident that the Doctrine of Arius, which ſpread 
it ſelf fo largely and chiefly in 4/ia and Africa, may be truly 
ſaid to have laid the Foundation of Mahometaniſm, which that 
Impoſtor built upon it: For when that Heretick Arius had aſ- 
ſerted the Unity ot che Godhead in ſuch Terms as to exclude 


the 


"4 


— — 
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the Son and Holy Ghoſt, making our Lord ſeſus Chriſt to be 
no more than a Creature, which any Prophet is, tho one be 
35! cn the older and more excellent Creature of the Two; 
it me eaſy for Mahomet to perſuade the Minds of Men, ſo 
prepar'd to receive his Doctrine, (which in a great Meaſure 
agreed with that of Arius ) and himſelf as a Prophet, who 
ſhew'd them ſtill a more excellent Way : And it was a juſt Judg- 
1 Thef. ij. ment from Heaven to ſend them a ſtrong Deluſion , that they ſhould 
11, 12. believe a Lye, becauſe they received not the Love of the Truth; 
or rather, when they had receiv'd it, put from them the Word 7 
Acts xiii, God, and by ſo doing had judy'd themſelves unworthy of everlaſt- 
46. ing Life. | 


2. It muſt alſo have as ill an Effect upon the Jews, by har- 

| _ them in their Infidelity and Blaſphemy : For as the 
1 Cor. i. Crucifixion of Chriſt was at firſt a Stumbling-Block to them, 
23. who had heard out of their Law, and expected that their Afeſ- 
John xii. h 3 abide for ever; ſo it muſt be no leſs a Stumbling- 
34. block to be told, that their Meſſiah is a mere Creature, it they 
have an Opinion that he is to be the Son of God, God equal 

to God; as, I ſhall ſhew by and by, was the Notion and Ee- 

P. 30. lief of their Forefathers; and therefore, not This Doctrine, as 
you ſay, but Tours will appear a ſtrange Doctrine to the Fews ; 

and if Chriſt be no more than a Prophet, they will hardly be 

John viii. induced to believe that he was greater than their Father Abra- 


53. bam, or than Moſes, whoſe Diſciples they are, and who An 
John ix. that Gad ſpake to him. 
28, 29. 3. Conſider what Advantage you give to the Scepticks of 


this Age, who deny all reveal'd Religion: For they will think 
they have as much Right to the Light of Nature and common 
Senſe as your felt ; for this is the moſt equally divided of any 
Thing in the World, becaufe every Man thinks he has enough 
of it; tho' that very Thought is a full Proof that he has nor 
ſo. Now very probably you may confirm them, by che Au- 
thorities you have ſo confidently cited, in the Disbelief of the 
Religion into which they were baptized; becauſe all Men are 
apt to believe thoſe in the Righr who favour their own Opint- 
ons or Wiſhes; but I cannot chink they will be convinced by 
thoſe Authorities to embrace vour Scheme of Religion; and 
then they will recur to the Sufficiency of their own common 
Senſe ; and I hope I have ſhewn, that your Scheme is not to 
be ſupported by common Senſe ; and I hope to ſhew, that it 
is not to be ſupported by Scriprure neither; which is wreſted 
by you to a Senic very diff. rent from the plain Meaning of the 
Texts themſelves, which you quote, and of many other Places 
1 Cor. XV. both of the Old and New Teſtament, expreſly aſſerting the 


11. Doctrine, which St. Paul and the Apoſtles ſo preachd, and ſo 
1 Cor, i. we believe; being afſurd that the World Ly Wiſdom cannot 
21, know God; that is, fo know as he is reveal'd to us by rhe 


4 Goſpel, 
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Goſpel, not in the Words which Man's Wiſdom teacheth, but which x Cor. ii. 
the Holy Ghoſt teacheth. For the natural Man receiveth not the 13, 
Things of the Spirit of God, for they are Fooliſhneſs to him; neither Ver. 14. 
can he know them, becauſe they are ſpiritually diſcern'd. 

I come now to your Texts and Teftimonies, of which I have 
ſome fe Things to obſerve :. 


1. You ſay; © Theſe, which you have cired , are the principal p. 24. 
« © Original Texts and Teftimonies, which concern the important Sub- 
6 jed before us, viz. The voluntary Generation and Creation of the P. 29. 
© Son of God, and againſt his Cseternity with the Father. 
And yet you have quoted but Six Texts out of the Bible, 
and Two of them are out of the Apocrypha, which is indeed al- 
low'd by the Papiſts, but not by Proteſtants, as a ſufficient 
Ground for — 1 Article of Faith. But however, 6th Aric. 
theſe and the others I ſhall examine by and by. of che 39. 


2. As for your Teſtimonies; I cannot pretend to ſo much 
Learning, as to diſcuſs chem with you, as I oughr. ButI am 
aſtoniſh'd that you have dared to 4 © appeal to ſo many great p. 40. 
* Men of our Church, as you have named, for the Truth and Fair- 
© neſs of your Quotations and Aſſertions : For I make no Doubt, 
. but I my ſelf ſhall be able to ſhew that they are neither fair nor 
Brue, 
And when you have made good your Claim to the Anteni- 
cene Fathers, by confuting what the Reverend Biſhop Bull has 
publiſh'd of their Senſe, and when you or any Man elfe has 
iven a juſt Anſwer to the excellent Tracts writ by Dr. Water- 
Pond in Vindication of Chriſt's Divinity; then, and not till 
then, will it be proper or decent to triumph as you do, That p g 
© the Teftimonies for our Doctrine are few and uncertain ; and then wm 
© alſo there will be no need of thoſe very many and pregnant .ones, 
© which, you ſay, are againſt it: Beſides, ſhould they prove to 
be ſuch as you have cited in your Letter to me, which it ſeems 
are the beſt you can produce, they will be like Arrows ſhot up 
towards Heaven, they will fall upon your own Head, but do 
| your Adverſary no Harm. 
Among your Teſtimonies, I find Two taken from ewe, who 
*  A1urely are very improper Evidences againſt the Divinity of our 
Saviour, tho' they may be very good Witneſſes to prove the 
Divinity of the Meſſiah, when they expreſly aſſert it, or ſay 
[ what neceſſarily tends to it, as I hope to ſhew. 
But as you ſum up way Evidence, ſo you alſo give me 2 
Summary of your Faith, as before-mention'd ; but I am ſur- 
priz d to find it deduced from Authors, who in the Places you 


—— 


d Archbiſpop Wake, Biſhop Hooper, Biſhop Smalrid ge, Biſhop P. 40: 
dotter, Cc. 
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[ 10] 
cite out of them, aſſert Propoſitions inconſiſtent with, and con- 
tradifory to the ſeveral Articles of that Faith which you pro- 


ifs: Now either you ought to take all they (ay for true, 


hic 

if your Quotations were fair and juſt, is impoſſible 0 | > 
take that Part only which you like beſt, then tis not upon their 
Authority that you do it; for their Authority is as ſtrong, for 
one Part as the other; but you chuſe what ſuits with your No- 
tions, which you had taken up from ſome other Reaſons, per- 
haps your Light of Nature, or your common Senſe ; and the moſt, 
that thoſe Authorities can ſignify, is ro countenance you in 
your Opinions; and yet they can be but of little Uſe even to 
this, if they be inconſiſtent with themſelyes ; as will appear 
by ſome Inſtances, | 


1. You will take it ill, if 1 ſhould not allow that the Teſti- 
monies you have quoted, did affert that the Son of God was a 
Creature, made, begotten by the Will of his Father, or created; 
ſo I need not mention them here: And for the preſent, till I 
come to examine them, let it be granted. 

But of theſe very Teſtimonies ſome do likewiſe aſſert, 


Him to be God. | 

He was a true God, or truly God. 

God produced a Spirit like unto himſelf, who ſhould be endued with 
the Powers of God the Father. | 

The Son alone is honour'd with the Paternal Dignity. 

God the Word. 

You your ſelf, ſpeaking of the Place in the Hebrews, of the 
Eternal Spirit, do ſay, perhaps this Place belongs to the Di- 
vine Nature or Ward it ſelf in Chriſt. 

And you ſtile him, our Lord and God Chriſt Jeſus. 

And you argue out of Euſebius, That the Holy Ghoſt is not God, 

| becauſe he did not receive his Generation from the Father: 
The Conſequence of which Argument is, that Chriſt myſt 


be God, becauſe he did receive his Generation from the Fa- 
ther. | 


Now that the Son of God ſhould be truly God, the true 
God; that the Divine Nature, the very Paternal Dignity ſhould 
be in him; that he ſhould. have all the Powers of God the Fa- 
ther, and be only a Creature, is what I cannot poſſibly un- 
derſtand or reconcile , but muſt leave it to your common 
Senſe, - 

A made God, as you ſtile him from Origen; or an only begotten 
God, from Euſebius, in the Senſe which you give it, viz. the 
ſame as created, may become the Heathen Mythology and The- 
ogony, tho the witeſt even of them contemned it: And is it 
to be tranſplanted into Clirtſtianity ? 


What 


11 


What you quote out of Epiphanius, of Origen's Opinion, 
ſhews plainly, chat he thought l very abſurd, perhaps impi- 
ous. * For ſays he, when Origen ſays the Son is a made God, 
© be plainly determines, that he is but a created Being; and this 


a 1 juſtly cenſures, by calling it a bold Attempt upon 


I do not pretend that all Origen's Opinions can be defended ; 
he was a great Platonift ; and as they were ſome of the firſt 
who embraced Chriſtianity, ſo they were alſo ſome of the for- 
wardeſt to corrupt the Simplicity of it, by grafting into it 
ſome of their Notions. But in this Particular before us, tho” 
Epiphanius, who wrote above a Hundred Years after the Death 
of Origen, charges him with this Opinion, yet Pamphilus, who 
liv'd in or near the Time of Origen, and wrote an Apology for 
him, declares Origen's Sentiments of the Trinity as Orthodox, 
and in Terms as. plain, as afterwards the Nicene Council and 
Athanaſius himſelt expreſsd the Doctrine which we now pro- 


feſs; and if the Writings of Origen were corrupted even in his Epiſt. ad 
own Time, as he himſelf complains they were, they might be Char. in 
much more ſo after his Death. And Pamphiizs, who was him- Alexan- 
ſelf 1 Martyr, may juſtly be preſum'd to ſtare truly, as well dria, an- 
as to know better, what the Opinions of Origen were, than nex'd to 
Epiphanius, for che Reaſon I have mention d. Beſides, if thoſe Pamphi- 
Tracts of Origen, which, by your Quotations our of them, you lus' Abo- 
acknowledge to be genuine, do furniſh me wich Paſſages plainly logy, 789. 


and clearly expreſſing the Doctrine of the Trinity; and if your 
Quotations out of him to ſupport the contrary, do not amount 
to it, or are nor fairly and truly repreſented by you, as I hope 
to ſhew; then I may conclude that Origen's Opinion is more 
truly ſtared by Pampbilus than by Epiphanius; and that you 
have very ill ſupported Epiphanius Charge againſt him. 


2. A Second Inſtance of the Inconſiſtency of your Quotations, 
and which indeed is a Contradiction, is, that in chem it is ſaid; 


The Son of God 

Was made of a Subſtance be- Was derivd from the Sub- 

gotten, or made by God. ſtance of the Father. 

P. 12. He was a Subſtance, be- P. 17. Derivd from the Sub- 
gotten by the Divine ſtance of the Father. 
Power. | : 

p. 12. A Being, begotten, made, P 13. God begat of himſelf a 
created, becauſe his Sub- certain rational Power, 
ſtance is not any Thing un- which is call'd by the Holy 
begotten, Spirit ſometimes San, 
| ſometimes God. 

p. 3a B p. 26. 
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P. 32. The very Subſtance of our P. 26. Mr. Whiſton's Account 
Saviour was not the unbe- of the Notion of the An- 


gotten Subſtance of the cients is, This Word was 

Father, but was it ſelf in an ineffable Manner 

be gotten by the Divine begotten or created out of 

Power, his (God's) Subſtance into 

a a real ſabſiſting Perſon or 
Being. And, 

P. 33. Diony ſius ſuppoſes not on- P. 19. Endued with all the Pow- 
ly a Difference of the Sub- ers of God the Father. 
ſiſtences of the Father and P. 10. Euſebius ſays, God 
the Son, but a Diverſity of the Word was alone, be- 
Subſtance, an Inferiority of gotten of him ( am, 
Power, and a Difference of out of him, as is ſaid be- 
Glory, fore, P. 36. out of his 


Subſtance ) by a Commu- 
nication from him that 
begat him, and he was d:- 
clared God of God; 
( which are the very Words 
of the Nicene Creed. ) 


And, 
P. 35. The Father, Son, and Ho- | P. 16. The Efflux of the Eter- 
ly Ghoſt are Three Sub- nal Light ( that is, in 
ftances, | the Words of the Nicene 


Creed, Light of Light. ) 


But I muſt obſerve, in your Quotation above-mention'd out 
of Enſebjius, Demonſtr. Evang. l. 4. c. 15. your Tranſlation of 
wer xn T» YuvnrzyrCr, by a Communication from him that begat, 
is nor juſt and proper; for ir ought to be render'd, By a Com- 


munion, a Participation or taking Part of him that begat. So 


The Greek 
Word for 
Communi- 
carc is 

x, 6 but 
XC. E 
Signifes 
Cin nune 
al quid 
habere. 

P. 26. 


deer is tranſlated, Heb. ii. 14. he took Part, and ſo um, © 
is render'd in ſeveral Places of the Scripture ; for werzxw is of 
the ſame Signification as xorrw!d , to have in common; which laſt 
Word is us d in che ſame Text, Heb. ii. 14. in the ſame Senſe 
as ue ο is there us'd; and yyovia is render'd Communion, 
1 Cor. x. 6. And I find in my Lexicon, that werigw , propris eſt 
cum aliquo habere ; and that the Latins have no other Word to 
expreſs ir, but only by participare, or particip?m eſſe : So that 
Communion, partaking, or taking part of him, is ſomething more 
than a Com munication from him. Thus laſt ſignifies , imparting 
to another what was not his before : Communion is, having in 
common what both Partners have an equal Right to. The Diffe- 
rence therefore is very materia]; unleſs you mean that what 
was communicared from God the Father, was his own Sub- 
ſtance, (as you ſay, was the Notion of the Antients ) and the 
Conſequence of this I have already ſhewn to be, that he muſt 
be Uncreated; and chen you muſt acknowledge the Words 8 
4 ; the 


* 


L131! 
the Nicene Creed to be true and proper, that he is 6402+ , of 
one Subſtance with the Father. ' 

Do not object to me, that I am dividing the Divine Eſſence, 
and ſo making Two Gods: For, as in the above: mention'd 
Text, Heb. ii. 14. by taking Part of the ſame, he had the while 
human Nature, and was perfect! Man; ſo as God, he had the 
whole Divine Nature, the Fulneſs of the Godhead, in him; and 
was perfect God: And as by having the whole human Nature 
in him, he was not af Men, but one Man; ſo by having the 
whole Divine Nature, he was not all the Perſons, but one Perſon 
in the Holy Trinity. And this is the Language of Tertullian, as 
allo of Euſebius, Origen, c. (as I ſhall herein after mention) 
* Three Perſons, not by Section, or Separation of the Divine 
* Efſence, but in Rank and Order according to the Divine 
© 01X0V0puldhe 


And this is ſuch a Myſtery, that Euſebjus, ſays, (i) that no Eccl. Hiſt 
Words can be found ſufficient to expreſs the Generation and Dig- J. I. c. 2. 
nity, the Eſſence and Nature of Chriſt. And Origen ſpeaks to ww ap- 
the ſame Effect: () There are ſome Things, whoſe Signification Yu, J. 4. 
no Man can properly explain by any Words of human Language: For, C. 2. 
as he ſays, (!) God only, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, hath the Pampn. 
Knowledge of himſelf. I have ventur'd to quote this Book of Apol. 
Origen, becauſe Euſebius has ſaid the ſame; and fo does the P. 751. 
Scripture too: For m Man knoweth the Son, but the Father; nei- Matt. Xi. 
ther knoweth ary Man the Father, ſave the Son. Which Text is 27+ 


frequently apply'd by the Ancient Fathers, to denore the In- 
comprehenſibility of the Divine Nature of Chriſt; and ſo it is 
ſaid of the Word of God, Rev. xix. 12. He had a Name written, 
that none knew but he himſelf. 

And therefore I may much more expect from your Juſtice 
ſuch a Conſtruction of my Expreſſions in this Letter, as is 
ſuitable to the Faich for which I am pleading. 

I proceed to the particular Examination of your Teſtimo- 
nies, ( choſe, I mean, which are taken our of ſuch Books as I 
have in my Library) and ſhall ſhew, that your Quotations are 
neicher fair nor true : and ſhall follow che Order in which you 
have placed them in your Letter, when I have made fome fur- 
ther Obſervations upon your Quotation aboye-mencion'd out of 
Euſebius. | 


LS 
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(*) Sunr quædam quorum ſignificationem propriè nullus om- 
nino poteſt humanz linguæ ſermonibus cxplicare. 

() Solus enim Deus, Pater, Filius, & Spicicus Sanctus ſui 
ſcientiam tenet. 
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Which you rerder, þ. 20. | 


God the Word was alone be- 
gotten of bim by a Communica- 
tion from bim that begat him, 
who was the Unbegotten , the 


But in the Greek it runs thus : 


(U) God the Word having par- 
ticipated of the Divine, to all 
incummunicable, Paternal Fa- 
grancy ; and being. alone begotten 


forſt and the greater Being: And | of him; and by a Participation, 

be was declar d God of God, and\ or taking Part of him who begat 

calld the Chrift and the Anointed. | him, who was the Unbegdtten 
and the Firſt, and the Greater, 
| being manifeſted to be God of 
God, was calld Chriſt, and the 
| Anointed, 


The Difference between theſe Two Tranſlations is obvious; 
and what I ſhall obſerve upon this Paſſage, will ſhew how very 
unjuſt and unfair you have been in repreſenting it. 


1. You have omitted the firſt Part of it, tho' it was the pro- 
per Introduction to the Concluſion of it; and indeed the Rea- 
fon why the Word of God was call'd Chriſt and the Anointed, 
viz. becauſe he. was anointed with the Divine, Incommunicable, 
Paternal Fragancy; but this did not ſuit with your Doctrine, 
being too ſtrong an Aſſertion of his Divinity; for if he had al 
the Divine, the very Paternal Attributes of God, incommunicable 
fo all Creatures, then ſurely he is not a Creature, for it will be 

groſs Blaſphemy to aſſert it; he muſt be God. 


2, I have before obſerv'd your Tranſlation of uesrry þ by a 
Communication; I now add, Why do you tranſlate usmyp 9% 
yerv4nzyT©- by a Communication from him that begat? For 
1/t, Grammar will not bear it; and, 2dly, Neither will good 
Senſe : For ſuppoſing Communication were a proper Significa- 
tion of perry), there muſt be a. Communication of ſomething, 
as well as a Perſon from whom the Communication is made ; bur 
in your Tranſlation nothing is ſaid to be communicated, bur 
in Euſebjus the Communication is of him that begat: And this 
was very proper to what follows it. For, 


3. You have left out the word And, which ſhould have pre- 
ceeded, by a Communication; and inſerted it before, He was de- 
clared God, that your Reader might think he was begot by a. 
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Communication from him, of ſome Created Subſtance, as you 
ſay in your Letter; and that Euſebius in this Paſſage, by your 
quoting it, ſupported that Opinion; yet this is far otherwiſe : 
For tho it be true, that he is the only begotten Son of God, 
becauſe he partakes of him that begat him; yer the Intent of 
Euſebius in this Place, was not to prove that Propoſition, but to 
give a Reaſon why and how he was God of God, viz. by a 
Participation of God. 

And therefore if you would allow Euſebius to ſpeak for him- 
ſelf, and his own Senſe, it is plainly this: That Gef the Word is 
the only begotten of the Father ; that he is truly God, for he 
partakes of him, and his Divine Nature and Eſſence ; and becauſe 
he is anointed with all the Divine, Incommunicable, Paternal At- 
tributes, he is ſtil'd Chriſt, and the anointed. | 

And though he that begar, is ſzid th be the Firſt and the 
Greater; yet this muſt be underſtood, as others who have us'd 
the like Expreſſions, have explain'd them, viz. in Rank and 
Order, not in State and Dignity; and 1 80 in this very Place, 
goes on and cites the 45th Pſalm, ver, 6, 7. Thy Throne, O God, 
is for ever and ever, &c. as St. Paul hach applicd it, Heb. i. and 
a little after ſtiles him () Copartner in the Throne with the God 
over all, 


What I have to ſay to your Quotation out of Fuſtin, that p. 13. 


Chriſt is the Firſt-born, will be more proper when I come to the 
Text cited by you out of the Coloſtans. 

Your Two firſt Quotations out of his Dialogue with Typ 
are right; only your Tranſlation of agg aiwvwr, before the 
World, (which is indeed equivalent to the liceral rendring, be- 
fore the Ages) will not warrant what you mean by it, as if there 
were a Time when he was nor, as will appear in the Sequel of 
this Letter, and indeed in this very Paſſage : For when Trypho 
had ſumm'd up Juſtin's Aſſertion, p. 267. which he had been 
proving, viz. That Chriſt being God, pr exiſted before all Ages, 
was begotten and made Man; he adds, (u) This is not only a pa- 
radox, but is alſo fooliſh. Which ſhews how he underſtood 
Fuſtin, viz. that he was truly God in the higheſt Senſe; for 
otherwiſe, a Few, who believ'd that Angels had been often 
ſent and appeared in human Shape, would never have call'd it 
a Paradox and Folly to aſſert, that a Creature, tho' never fo 
excellent, ſhould come into the World. 

Your Third Quotation, Who was God before the World was 
made, muſt be readily agreed to, and 'twill by no Means be 
ſubſervient to your Purpote, For, 
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Juſtin was proving, that One ofgthe Three who appear'd to 
Abraham, and was call'd and written in Scriprure to be God, 
and was God before the World was made, was another Perſon 
different from him who made all Things ; I mean, ſays he, in 
Number not in Will. And then he proceeds to ſeveral ſuch 
other Proofs of this Doctrine out of the Scriptures. - 

Here I muſt not ler flip this Occaſion to take notice of your 
very confident Aſſertion, That the Antient Chriſtians, ever al- 
© low'd, that the Expreſſions in the Old Teſtament, whenever there 
© was a viſible Perſon appear d, wer? ſpoken by the Son, as the J- 
© mage of the Inviſible God, or as repreſenting and perſonating his 
Father, as his Miniſter and Vicegerent ; and that they never 
© look'd upon them as true in the higheſt Senſe af the Sn. The 
contrary is moſt plain by the Inſtances in 7«ſtin, who draws 
the ſame Conſequences from them, as do now the Moderns. 


Cn the New And Dr. Hammond lays, That twas the general, Opinion of the 
ſtament, Antient Fathers of the Church, that he, who appear d of old to the 


p. 820. 


adv, Ju- 


Patriarchs, was not the Firſt, but the Second Perſon in the Trinity ;; 
and that theſe his Appearances were bræludia Incarnationis, 
(g) And Tertullian ſays, twas the Son of God who ſpoke to Moſes. 


Kos, c. 9, And Eu'ebius ſays expreſsly, (h) it was Chriſt who appear'd to 


. I 42. 


Abraham; and he ſtiles him God, and that Abraham wor- 


E ccl. Hiſt, ſhipp'd him as God: And adds, That it was impious to ſay that 


p. 6, 7- 


P. 13. 


tbeſe Appearences of God were only of Angels, the Miniſters of 
God, 


Excuſe this P'greſſion; and I return to your Quotation out 
of Jui in, taken from p. 284, 28 5. And ask, 

Why did you ſtop fo untairly by drawing a Lin ⁊ęxä. 
after theſe Words, Begotten voluntarily ( by the Will ) of the Fa- 
ther; for the very next words are, (i) But not ſuch as we ſee 
begotten amorg us : And then he goes on to illuſtrare rhe Gene- 
ration of the Son of God by the Similtiude of a Word ſpoken 
by us, and of a Fire kindled by another Fire, which is not 
leflen'd by that which was kindled by ir, but re mains ſtil] the 
ſame. (*) © To me, ſays he, will bear Witneſs the Word of Wiſ- 
dom, . himſelf being that God begotten of the Father of all things, 
ard being the Word, and Wildom, and Power, and Glory of 
* him that begat him, as Solomon ſays. And here is inſerted a 
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great Part of the 8th Chapter - Proverbs, as 4 Proof of what 
Juſtin had ſaid; and then, as a further Proof, he quotes the 
1ſt of Geneſis, Let us make Man, &c. which, he ſays, was 
ſpoken at leaſt to the Son of God, (as Origen does alſo in his 
Comment on St. John, I. 8. p. 257. ) and makes it an Evidence 
of his Divinity, and expoſes the abſurd Anſwers of the Jews; 
and then adds the other Text, Man is become like one of us, as 
full Proof of the Son's Divinity, ſaying, (I) Does not the Saying, 
Like one of us, denote at leaſt Two who ſubſiſted together with 
each other ? And can the Doctors ſhew it was ſpoken to Angels and 
ſo make Man's Body the Creature of Angels ? 

Then follows the latter Part of the Quotation, which you 
have render'd very differently from the Original, as will appear 
by comparing them. 


Mr. WHIST O N- In the GRE E k. 


* But the Produftion which | (n) But indeed this Begot- 
© really proceeded from the Fa- ten of the Father was with 
© ther before all Creatures, was | the Father before all his Works, 
with the Father, and to him | and with him the Father con- 
* did the Father ſpeak, as the | ferr'd, as the Word by Solomon 
* Word declarzs by Solomon; | has declard; For that he him- 
© For in the Beginning, before | ſelf was begotten by Cod, both 
© all Creatures, this very Off- | the Principle, before all his 
* ſpring was produced by God; | Works, and his Offspring, which 
© which by Solomon is flil'd | is by Solomon call 4 Wildom. 
© Wiſdom. 

To this very ill Tranſlation 
you add your own worſe Com- 
ment. [ Alluding to Prov. viii. 
22. (Fc. where tis ſaid, God 
created Wiſdom the Beginning of 
bis Ways for his Works. | 


Juſtin does indeed quote the 8th of the Proverbs, as I have 
before obſerv'd ; but 'tis ro prove the direct contrary, both of 
what by your Tranſlation you wiſh him to ſay, and of your 
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Conſtruction of the 8th of the Proverbs; and therefore you uſe 


 wWoys# ) In the Beginning, for tis turning the Nominative into 
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him and your Reader very hardly, co ſay, he alludes to this 
Chapter for the Support of both. | 
And you have taken great Liberty in tranſlating 2g, (not 


the Dative Caſe. | 
I think it is plain, by the whole Tenor of Juſtin's Diſcourſe 
that it is ſo far from countenancing your Opinion, that it over- 
throws it; and therefore I will make no further Comment upon 
ir, bur What Trypho's Anſwer, which you quote, gives me 
Occafion ro do : He ſays, Let him be own'd by you, as Lord, 
Chriſt and God, as the Scriptures declare: But for ws, who are the 
Worſbippers of that God, who made him, we ſtand in no need of ſuch 
a Confeſſion, or ſuch a Worſhip. | 
From this Paſſage it is plain, that Trypho acknowledges that 
the Scriptures declare Chriſt to be Lord and God; and tho' he 
fays, p. 289. (n) That he was aſtoniſhd with the many Texts 
cited by Juſtin, and particularly knew not what to ſay to that of 
Iſaiah, I am God, and will not give my Glory to another; yer, 
with. the Obſtinacy of a- Few, he ſtill ſtiles him a made God, 
(and thus far you tread in his Steps, tho” 'tis an odd Sort of 
Chriſtianity that is learn'd from + ag But then his Object- 
on to this Notion is ſurely very juſt, That they, who worſhip 
the God that made him, have no need of ſuch a God, or ſuch a 
Worſhip ; and it is incumbenr on you, who profeſs this Do- 
.Qrine, to give ſome Anſwer to it; for till you do, the Fews 
are not like to be your Proſelytes, tho you boaſt againſt us, 
that 'ris our Doctrine which gives them Offence, 
proceed to your other Teſtimonies, which you repreſent 
ſo partially, and in ſuch a manner, as by the like Merhod, a 
Man may prove, even our of the Scriptures, any the moſt ab- 
ſurd and impious Propoſition. | 
In your Quotation out of Athenagoras, in which the Son is 
ſaid to be the Firſt Production of the Father, not as a Being 
made; you add of your own, ( for tis not in the Book) out of 
nothing. Thus you qualify a plain and abſolute Propoſition of 
your Author; and to refute his poſitive Aſſertion, that the Son 
was not a Being made, you would have himi underſtood ro mean 
by impoſing upon him your Senſe, not made of Nothing, leaving 
your Reader to chuſe which of the contrad ictory Propoſitions 
8 which I have before taken notice of) he pleaſes, as to the 
ubſtance of which he was made, provided he will agree with 
you that he was made. | . 
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Thus you treat Trenaus alſo, for you own that he ſays Chriſt p. 26. 


was God's Eternal Word, nnmade ; and yet you ſuppoſe his 
Meaning alſo to be, not made out of Nothing. Irenaus further 
ſays, that he always coeæiſled with the Father, and was ever with 
bim: To which your Anfwer is very pretty, viz. and he avoid- 
ed ſaying, that God created him: Pray how wis it poſſible for 
him to tay this laſt, after he had fai& rhe firſt? Eternal, Un- 
made, and yet Created, could be ſaid by none, who knew what 
a Contradiction was; and only by one, who could have a No- 
tion of a made God. 
You quote out of Tertullian, What other Characteriſtieł is 

f God than Eternity? | agree, that without ic he would 
not be God; and there fore all your Quotations, and your own 
Aſſertions, that our Saviour is God, are vain, and ſerve only 
to amuſe or abuſe the World, if you do not believe him to be 
Eternal. ö | | 

But to return to Athenagoras. 

Perhaps it may be too nice an Objection to your Tranſlation 
of of <Coalw ( uu cr, out of your Depth of Underſtanding, 
to tell you that VH is Exceſs, and may be not a Compli- 
ment, bur a Reproof of their Curioſity in defiring to pry into 
Myſteries unfathomable. Buc let this paſs. 

(9) Why did you omit what immediately preceded your 
Quotation, viz. * The Father and the Son being One; the Son be- 
© ing in the Father, and the Father in the Son, in Unity and Per 
© of the Spirit; the Son of God is the Mind, or Wiſdom, or Word 
* of the Father? | 

And immediately after your Quotation follows: 

(CP) And we ſay that the Holy Ghoſt working in the Prophets, is 
* the Effiux of God flowing from and reflected back to him, as 
* the Rays of the Sun: Who then would mt wonder, that ſhould 
* hear them call'd Athiefts, who acknowledge God the Father, 
© God the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, ſhewing both their Power 
in Unity, and their Diſt inction in Order? 

Surely Athenagoras is a Chriſtian Writer before the Days of 
* and does here aſſert the Three Perſons to be One 
Cod; and yer in your Letter to the Biſhop of London, you 
challenge any Man to produce one that does fo; and Jobſerve, 
that you there allow Tertullian does ſo, but you therefore 
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doubt whether he may be calrd a Catholick Writer, and that this 


is contrary to his own uſual Way of ſpeaking: Why then do you 
quote him in your Letter to me, if he be not of good Authority? 
Why do you not produce ſuch Paſſages out of him, as are ac- 
cording to his uſual Way of ſpeaking? Thoſe which you have 
inſtanced in, are neither fairly nor truly ſtared by you; nay, 
what he does ſay in thoſe Places is dire&ly and expreſsly againſt 
you, as I come now to ſhew. 

Ar the End of your firſt Quotation out of Tertullian, adv. 
ag S. 5. you put c. For before all Things God was alone, 

c. g , 

Now this c. is the moſt extraordinary and unfair that ever 
T mer with, as Mankind will judge by the Words immediately 
following, and to which your c. relates. 

God was alone: (q ) But therefore alone, becanſe there is no ex- 
© trinſical Thing beſides him; but indeed not even then alone, for 
* he had with him his Reaſon : This the Greeks call Logos. 

Your Second Quotation out of Tertullian I may take notice 
of, when J come to your Texts of Scripture. | 

In your Third Quotation, why did you not proceed, bur 
ſtop at the Words, The Lord created me the Beginning of his 
Ways ? for immediately he adds, that he was begorren ; and 


| thereupon ſays, (* ) Hence making him equal to himſelf, by 


© proceeding from whom he is made the Son : The firſt begotten, 
© as being begotten before all Things; and the Only begotten, as 
© alone begotton out of God. 

By this 'ris plain, that he, as well as Fuſtin, did not con 
ſtrue the Text in the Proverbs as you do; tor how could a cre- 
ated Being be equal to God himſelf? And if Begotren and 
Creared be the ſame Thing, as you ſay, how could he be ſaid 
to be the only begotten, as alone begotton? for then he muſt be 
not only. the Beginning of his Creatures, but the only Crea- 
ture. 

The laſt Quotation out of Tertullian ends, He begat me before 
the Hills. This you mean as a Proof, that the Son of God is a 
Creature. | 

But why ſhould you put any other Conſtruction upon theſe 
Words of Tertullian, when apply'd to the Son, than you will 


do upon the ſame in Pſalm xc. 2. from whence they are taken, 


and where they are apply'd to the Father, as God from Ever- 
laſting to Everlaſting ;, and that Tertullian ſo meant them; and to 
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(4) Solus autem quia nihil aliud extrinfecus præter illum, 
cæterùm ne tunc quidem ſolus, habebat enim ſecum rationem 
—— banc Græci a4 gov dicunt-. 

(*) Exinde tum parem fibi faciens, de quo procedendo fili- 
us factus eſt, primogenirus, ut ante omnia genitus, & unigeni- 
tus ut ſolus ex Dꝛo genirus. | 

ex- 
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expreſs, as well as we are able, what is inconceivable, ( and 
which no Words can expreſs, as Euſebius and Origen declare ) 
viz. the Eternal Generation of the Son of God; he adds in 
the Words of the Scripture, The Sn is the Word, and the Word 
is God, and I and my Father are one: So that I may ſay to you, 
as he concludes this Paſſage ro Hermogenes, S. 19. But he takes 
* Occaſion from ſome Words, as is the Manner of Hereticks, to di- 
* tort plain and ſimple Things. | 
ot - And that this is expreſsly Tertullian's Opinion, will be ma- Apolog. 
þ nifeſt by another Paſſage ; viz. (©) e have learnt, that he adv. Gen. 
© (Chriſt )) proceeded out of God, and by that Prolation was legot- tes, c. 21. 
ten, and therefore was ſaid to be the Son of God, and God from 
© the Unity of Subſtance. And then he illuſtrates it by the Sun 
and its Rays, and ſays, © The Subſtance is not ſeparated, but ex- 
«* tended ; and then repeats, © What proceeds from God, is God, 
and the Son of God, and both are one. 


T come now to your Teſtimonies out of Origen. 

The firſt is taken out of Origen contra Celſum, p. 238. P.15. 

© They are illuminated by that Wiſdom, which is the Efflux ( or 
© Splendor) of the Eternal Light. 

They, who? I gueſs you were aſham'd to tell me. For this 
is a very extraordinary Paſſage, and I wonder you would 
quote it; for as great Skill and Delight as you have in Aſtro- 

« pomy, I did not imagine you would give any Countenance to 
the Opinion of Origen, which introduces it; for he ſays, 
(') © The Stars in Heaven are Rational Animals, and good, and 
(thus far of the Paſſage you omir, and then pur c. and be- 
gin They ) © were enlighten'd with the Light of Knowledge by 
* Wiſdom, which is the Efflux of the Eternal Light. | 

This Notion he had from Pato, who indeed carry'd it a lit- 
tle further, (in his 12th and 13ch Books de Leg.) making the 
Sun, Moon and Stars not only endued with Reaſon, but even to be 
Gods. And it Origen, in ſome of his Writings, has tranſplanted 
any more of Plato's Notions into Divinity, it is no wonder; for 
he was ſo good a Proficient in that Philoſophy, that when he 
came into the School of Plotinus, he was offer'd his Desk, as 


1 * 


(*) Hunc ex Deo prolatum didicimus, & Prolatione genera- 
rum, & 1dcirco Filium Dei & Deum dium ex Unitate Sub- 
ſtantiæ Etiam radius ex ſole porrigitur, portio ex ſummà 
ſed ſol erit in rad io quia ſolis eſt radius, nec ſepe ratur ſubſtan- 
tia ſed extenditur; quod de Deo profectum eſt Deus eſt, & 
Dei Filius, & unus ambo. 
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a fitter to read Lectures there, than to be an Auditor ob 

em. | 

But (to ſay no more of this wild Notion) this Paſſage will 

not ſupport your Opinion, that the Son of God is: a Creature: 
On the contrary, this Expreſſion, the Effliex of the Eternal Light, 
is us'd by ſeveral of the Authors ro whom you have referr'd 

Adv. Gen- me, to denote his Identity in Eſſence with the Father: So Ter- 

tes, c. 21. fullian compares his Generation ts the Ray of the Sun, which is 
Shot forth from the Sun; but the Sun is in that Ray, for it is a.Ray 
of it, &c. And Origen here a little after explains himfelf to 
the ſame Purpoſe, by 1 (* God is Ligbt; the 
Son of God is the true Light, that lighteth every Man that cometh 
into the World. And himſelf ſays, I am the Light of the 
World. And that he means the Divinity of nur Saviour, is 
plain by his citing this and other Texts expreſly to prove it: 

Comment. (1) I am the Light of the World. * I am Alpha and Omega, the 

in Johan. Beginning and the End, the Firſt and the Laſt, And intro- 

p- 5+ duces them with ſaying, © The greateſt and moſt perfe Accounts 
© of Jeſus were reſerv'd for him, who lay in his Boſom ; for none 
c the Evangeliſts ) has ſo purely and clearly manifeſted his 
Divinity as St. John. 

P. 17. Ycur Second Quotation out of Origen contra Celſum, L. 5. 
p. 257. ends thus: The Sacred Oracles declare him to be the anci- 
enteſt of all Creatures. 

What Origen muſt mean by the firſt Part of this Paſſage, 
ore ons Ni- the Son of God, the Frſt- born of every Creature; and the Conclu- 
o. fion, the ancienteſt of all Creatures, will be teſt explain'd by 
Contra what he himſelf ſays in another Place; where, after he had 
Celſ. 1.6. quoted the Text in St. Matth. xi. 17. () No Man knoweth the 
p- 287. Son, but the Father, Oc. he adds, For the Unmade and Firſt. 
| born of all created Nature, none tan know according to his Dig- 

nity, as the Father does, who begat him, nor the Father ſo as the 
living Word and his Wiſdom and Truth. 

What I have to ſay to that Expreſſion, the Firſt-born, &c. I 

reſerve till I come to the Text in the Coloſtans ; bur at preſent 
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I.muſt obſerve, that your Senſe of Firſt-born, and the antienteſt 
of all Creatures, cannot poſſibly conſiſt with what I have laſt 
cited, in which the Son of God is exprefsly ſaid to be Vnmade 
(_dyivnj -); an Unmade or Uncreated Creature, is Nonſenſe : 
And if you will not interpret the Words you have cited by 
thoſe T have laſt mention d, you will make Origen to aſſert Con- 
trad ictions; for Unmadeand Firſt-born are join d together. 

And if you would have added the very next Words to your 
Quotation, viz. (u) And God the Father ſaid to him, Let Us 
make Man after Our Image and Likeneſs ; | have already ob- 
ſerv'd, that Fuſtin makes this Text an Argument of the Divi- 


nity of the Son of God, and hope to ſhew it by other Authori- 
ties when I come to it. 


P- 38. 

Fray to the Father the God of the Univerſe, thro' our Saviour, 
© as High-Prieft, who is the made God. 

This you have reader'd very perverſiy and falſly ; and your 
Reaſon for ſo doing is very obvious, by comparing it with che 
literal and true Tranſlation of it; viz. 


Pray to the Father the God of the Univerſe, (i) thro' our Sa- 
viour and High-Prieſt, the Begotten God. 


Your next Quotation is out of Origen's Comment on Pſalm i. P. 17, 


Your next Quotation is alſo out of the ſame Book, p. 31. as P. 17. 
follows : Thou art my Son, this Day have I begotten thee, * This This is in 
* is ſaid to the Son of God, with whom it is always to-day, his Com- 
for there is no Evening with God: I do alſo ſudpoſe, that nei- ment on 
ther is there any Morning with him; but that a Time coex- S. John, 
© rended with his Unmade and Eternal Life is, if I may ſo ſay, wherein he 
© that Day, or to-day, with him in which the Son was made, cites this 
© the Beginning of his Origin being thus not found neither of this Verſe of the 


Day. 


ſhould quote it; but I perceive you have ventur'd upon it, for 
the Sake of Two Words in your Tranſlation, Made and Orjgin, 
which in the Greek are @yjvnre: and wvicros, the firſt fignifies 
was born, and the ſecond his Geniture or Nativity; and both 
ſhould have been ſo render'd, as moſt ſuitable and agreeable to 
the Word 34, I have begotten thee. | 

I have now done with your Quotations out of Origen, and 
hope I have ſufficiently ſhewn, that theſe your Teſtimonies 
(if you reckon them among the Principal, which concern this 


** — 
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This is ſo full and expreſs againſt you, that I wonder you p. 3t. 


Contra 
Cell. J. 6. 


P. 323 


Com. in 
Johan. 
p- 8. 


P. 29, 29. 


. 

important Queſtion, p. 2.) are of little Uſe to ſupport your 
Opinion, that the Son of God is a Creature. But after all, I be- 
lieve we ſhall both agree, that Origen has ſome Opinions ſo 
very ſtrange and heterodox, that we ſhall concur in rejecting 
them; and if in this preſent Queſtion he ſhould be found to 
have declared different Opinions, ſurely thoſe are to be reject- 
ed, which are founded on his own, ſcarce Philoſophical, Noti- 
ons; and, if he be of any Authority, what he ſays founded 
on the Scripture, which he quotes, and ſupported by the con- 
current Teſtimonies of other Great and Holy Fathers interpret- 
ing thoſe Texts, and applying them to the Divinity of the Son 
of God, ought in Reaſon to be preferr'd and moſt valued : 
And I ſhall ſum up all in his own Words? ( De God and 
Father of all is not alone great, for he made the Only-begotten 
* gd Firſt-born of every Creature Partaker of himſelf, and of 
* his Greatneſs, that He being the Image of the Inviſible God, 
* ſhould keep the Image of the Father even in Greatneſs; for it 
was not poſſible for him to be the Commenſurate and fair Image 
© of the Inviſible God, unleſs he exhibited the Image alſo of his 
* Greatneſs, And in another Place he accordingly ſtiles the Son, 
( the Glorify'd God, che Word. 

Surely this is more than a Metaphyſical Exiſtence, as you 
impure to the Ancients, p. 14. more than that he was in a ſub- 
© til manner, virtually, potentially, or as his Internal Wiſdom in 
his Father from all Eternity, p. 26. 

What I have here tranſcribed out of the aforeſaid Authors, 
and what I have obſerv'd upon them, methinks may help you 
out ot the Difficulty under which you labour, when you ſay, 
* How a confeſſed ly ( you ſhould have added, neceflarily ) deriv'd, 
« produc'd, and Begotten Being, an Only begotten Son, ſhould be 
© really Coerernal with his Underiv'd Unbegotten, and neceſſa- 
© rily Exiſting Father, Author and Producer, I cannot poſſibly 
© underſtand. 

Indeed, if you meaſure this Nyſtery by natural Generations 
here on Earth, tis inconceivable how a Son ſhould be Coeral 
with his Father; it is impoſſible : Bur ſurely our ſhallow Un- 
derſtandings are not the Meaſure of Infinity, We own this 
Myſtery is incomprehenſible ; and ſo is the Eternity of God. 
It is hard to conceive, how any Thing can exiſt without a 
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Cauſe ; and yet we believe God to be Selfrexiſtent: And in this 

Caſe before us, I may ſay to you, (as our Saviour does in ano- Mark xii. 
ther) Do you not therefore err, becauſe you know not the Scriptures, 24. 7 
neither the Power of God ? For the Things that are in Heaven, Wild. ix. 
who hath ſearched out? I6, 

I muſt own, that there are ſome Paſſages in theſe Authors, 

(whom, by your Quotations out of them, you have directed 

me to conſult ) which ſeem to countenance your Doctrine; bur 

ic cannot with any Colour of Truth be deny'd, but that they 

do alfo plainly, and in expreſs Terms aſſert the Trinity, and that Orig. con- 
the Father is God, the Son is God, and the Holy Ghoft is God. Bur tra Cell. 
with great Humility and Submiſſion to Learned Men, I con- J. 6. p.323. 
ceive, that a fair Account may be given of this ſeeming Diffe- 

rence from themſelves ; for when chey ſpeak of this adorable 
Myſtery in general, they with an aweful Reverence acknowledge 

this Revelation, and declare the Divinity of each of the Three 
Perſons in poſitive and abſolute Terms : Bur then ſome, perhaps 

our of a pious and well intended Teal, have endeavour'd to il- 
luſtrate this incomprehenſible Myſtery by Similicudes and Re- 
preſentations taken from worldly Things, (as, from Light, 
Human Generations, &c.) though they own no Words can ex- 

preſs it; and therefore tis no wonder, that in theſe Caſes their 
Compariſons of finite Things with infinite, ſhould nor ony fall 

ſhorr, but their Expreſſions muſt of Neceſſity, if ſtrictiy taken, 

lead Men into Error; who interpret their poſitive Aſſertions of 

the Trinity, and of the Divinity of the Three Perſons by their 
Repreſenracions of ir, inſtead of conſtruing candidly choſe im- 
perfect Repreſentations by the Rule and Standard of our Faith, 

which they have fully declared from the Scriptures, and which 

they quote to confirm their Doctrine; of which the Primitive 
Chriſtians were ſo fully couvinc'd, and particularly the Divinity 

of the Son of God was ſo entirely believ'd as an irreſiſtible Truth, 

that ſome by attempting to explain it, have fall'n into down- 

right Hereſy, And Novatian very ingeniouſly argues from 
thence, that he was, even in their Opinion alſo, zruly God: 

For as he ſays, (F) * He is ſo truly God, but as the Son of God, Novat. 
«* begotten of God, that ſome Hereticks have thought him not a Son, c. 17. 
« but the very Father himſelf ; and (4) others thought he was ſo 

* much God, as that he was not Man. And as much as Novatian 
blames others, he himſelf, when he attempts to explain the 
Trinity, does it in a manner almoſt inconſiſtent with his plain 
Aſſertions of it. So wild and unaccountable muſt Men be, 


— — 8 


— 


] Qui uſque adeò Deus eſt (ſed qua Filius Dei narus ex 
Deo) ut plerique illum hæretici ita Deum acceperint, ut non 
Filium ſed Patrem pronunciand um putarent. 

(4) Et alii quoque hæretici uſq; adeò eum Deum eſſe, ut qui- 
dam illum, ſubſtracto homine, tantummodo putaverint Deum. 

5 when 
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when they ſuffer their Thoughts to wander, and to pry into 
Things * our Faculties, which you ſay, even the Scrip- 
p- as. Fires do nat meddle with, ( and 1 ſay too, not meddle wich them 
otherwiſe than to reveal them as Truths to be believd ) and 
x Per. i. 12. which the Angels deſire to look into: For none know the Son, but 
Matth. xi. the Father, nor the Things of God, but the Spirit of God. For 
27. how ſhould thy Veſſel be able to comprehend the Ways of the Higheſt, 
1 Cor. ii. Which are paſt finding out ? Theſe are Objects of our Faith, 
11. not of our Knowledge; for Faith would not be a Virtue, Faith 
2 Efdr. iv, would not be Faith, but Knowledge, if nothing was to be be- 
10. lie vd, but what may by our Ratiocinations be made out to our 
Comprehenſion. When Athanaſius ſays, As the reaſonable Soul 
and Hleſh is one Man, ſo God and Man is one Chrift ; no Man pretends 
that this is en adequate Repreſentation of the Incarnation of the 
Son of God, tho' it may be the beſt and neareſt that we can ar- 
rive at; and even this ſurpaſſes our Underſtanding, how a ma- 
terial and immaterial Subſtance ſhould be united in one Perſon ; 
how periſhable Duſt and Aſhes ſhould be animated and endued 
with an immortal Soul, a Particle of Divinity : How much leſs 
can we conceive, how God himſelf ſhould be Hypoftatically join'd 
with Man; and till leſs than this, how Three Perſons in the E- 
ternal Deity thould be One God : Bur when we (hall come to ſee 
1 Cor, xiii, bim Fice to Face, and our Faculties ſhall be enlarged, we ſhall 
12. then know him even as we ar? known. In the mean time, we 
. muſt be content to ſee thro” a Glaſs darkly, and to let our Faith 
Heb. xi. 1. ys he Evidence of the e Things not (een ; not becauſe we can give 
a Philoſophical Account of them, bur becauſe the Word of Truth 

has ſpoken them. 

I ſhould now have done with your Teſtimonies ; for from 
theſe which I have examin'd I may reaſonably conclude, that 
the reſt have been forg'd upon the ſame Anvil; and I pray God 

Septuag. he may never ſay to you, Who is this that darkneth Counſel, and 
Job by ſuppreſſing Wards in his Heart, thinks to conceal them from 
XXXViii. 2. ne? 

But becauſe you boaſt, that the great Euſebius ( as you ſtile 
him) is your Friend; that none of the truly Learned will pre- 


P. 33. tend that he was an Athanaſin, tho he ſubſcrib'd the Council of 


Nice, (which perhaps you will not allow to he a ſufficient Ar- 
gument for ir, becauſe there are ſome modern Examples who 
have ſubſcribd our Articles, and declar'd before God and Man 
their Aſſent and Con ent to our Creeds, and yet have renounced 
publickly that Faith which they then ſolemnly profeſs'd; ) and 
, becauſe you ſay, that the Fathers, and particularly Euſebius; 
p. , & 27 a Jay, tn ; rey 
norwirhſtanding their poſitive and expreſs Aſſertions of the Co- 
eternity of the Son of God, meant no more than a metaphyſical 
or potential Eternity, p 9. that he was bejore the World be- 
© gan, P. 27. as we are aſſured by many clearer and plainer Paſſa- 
ges, wherein they directly and abjolutely deny the Son's Coerer- 
* nity. with the Father; I muſt not entirely paſs qyer your 
2 - Quota» 


* 
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Quotations ont of an Author you fo greatly rely on: One 1 
have already taken notice of, and made my Remarks upon ; I 
will go on to the others, Bur firſt, I will repeat ſhortly whar 
you ailow Euſebius to aſſert for the Eternity of the Sn of God, 
and then ſtate your Quotations by which you pretend to over- 
rule thoſe Aſſertions; that by this Compariſon it may be ſeen 
which ate the plaineſt and cleareſt. 

You all, tor indeed it cannot be deny'd, that Euſebius ſays 
that che Generanon of the Son was tov, Eternal; char he 
was always, d vf, Beginningleſs, and at all Times with the 
Father, elder than all Times and al Ages; that he ſubſiſted 
from endleſs Ages, that he reign'd with his Father from begin- 
ringleſs Ages, to which you add that of the Presbyters of Alex- 
andria, that God begat him before Eternal Times | 

Now I deſire you to tell me, whether there be Words in 
any Language to exprels the Doctrine I am contending for 
more plainly and fully than theſe, which you have furniſh'd ro 
me out of Irenæus betore-mention'd, and here out of Euſebius, 
and from che Presbyters of Alexandria. I obſerve you have 
ventur'd to tranſlate &idiG, Eternal, notwithſtanding you ſay 
F. 28. ir does not always fo ſignity; and ara;y e, Beginning- 
leſs, nwichſtanding your improper and untrue Interpretation of 
it, p. 8, and 9, ts be only before the Beginning of the World, tho' ir 
cannot fignity leis than to be without a beginning; and if a 
% fingly ſhould, as you ſay, p 28. /eldom or never ſignify 
a proper Eternity; yet ſurely with che Epithet Beginning leſs, 
it muſt ſignify Eternity; for what ſubſiſts and had n9 Begin- 
ning is properly Eternal. Now can you think to perſuade any 
Man of common Senſe, by your bold and peremptory Aſſer- 
tions, that theſe Authors do not mean what they ſay; or, in 
your words, meant no more than that he was before the world 
began; and that there are, or can be plainer and clearer Paila- 
ges iu theſe Authors to ſupport your Aſſertion? Do they recant 
their own Aſiertions, and in expreſs Terms declare, (as you 
do, p. 18. of your Letter to the Biſhop of London ) that“ in 
© their younzer Tears they had by Cuſt:m been betray'd into ſuch a 


' © fatal Miſtake ; That you do not pretend to lay ; and yet 


leſs than this will ſcarce be ſufficient co juſtify your Charge 
againſt them: I am ſure the Quogations which you have pick'd 
our of them, (and I ſuppoſe they are the ſtrongeſt, or you 
have been very unfortunate in your Choice) do not do it, 
even tho' they had been true; which I have ſhewn they are 
not, in what I have examin'd and ſhall now ſhew in Euſebius, 
who, as your Friend, might have expected better Uſage from 


vou. 


The firſt Quotation is, Wiſdom does ſubſtantially ſubſiſt, and 
was created by God, before the Warld began, &c. 


C Here 


P. 27. 


P. 19. 


EE 2 


| 

| Here you have given us Inother c. with which you end 
f that Paragraph; and then immediately you proceed to your 
1 


| next Quotation, viz. 
1 præpar. © Solomon. ſays Euſebius eſſen here, gives us the ſame Senſe in 
| Evang, * other Language; and uſing the Name of Wiſdom inſtead of the 
"8 c. 11. ird, males this Declaration, as in her Perſon 
ll | p. 313. Now what can any Reader underſtand by this, but only 
| whar immediately preceded, wiz. That Mi dom does ſubſtantial- 
ly ſubfijt, and was created before the World began; eſpecially 
ſince you do not mention this Declaration, but ſtop wich a 
Stroke at the word Perſon, 
Bur in Euſebius the Matter ſtands thus: 
In the B:ginning of the Chapter. he tells us the Account 
8 which the Jews, and particularly Moſes and David, give of the 
ll P. 312. Lagos, viz. (p) © The Hebrew Oracles ſtile him the Second Cauſe 
Il! |! © of all Things, the Word of God, and God of God, as we 
=_ - * (Chriſtians ) have been taught to theologize of him; and Moſes 
| || © plainly (peaks of Two Lords, when he ſays The Lord rained 
"n «* from the Lord Fire and Brimſtone upon the City of the Wicked : 
i} © $5 he familiarly made the like Application of the Characters 
among the Hebrews to Both. 
And Fere he mentions expreſsly what that Character (a) 
1 was, viz. the Tetragrammaton, that is, Fehovah, the incommu- 
i || nicable Name of the Supreme God. 
5 Then he goes on: | 
() © Tohim alſo David concurring, ſays, The Lord ſaid to my 
Lord, Sit thou on my Right Hand, &c. For to whom elſe can we 
© be allew'd to imagine, that the Right Hand ſhould be given by the 
© Unbegotcen Deity, but to Him only of whom we have been 
| | © ſpeaking, whom the ſame Prophet elſewhere characterixes under 
N the Name of tbe Logos of the Father. | 
ll | Matt. xxii, And ſurely this is a very proper Argument; for it was urg d 
| 44, 46. by Chriſt himſelf, and put the Phariſees to Silence, 
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Then he comes to your Quotation: 
4 0 ) © His Son alſo and Succeſſor Solomon gives us the ſame 
enſe. | 

What Senſe? Surely that which he had juſt before recited 
of the Jews, and of Moſ-s, and of his Father David itt par- 
ticular, viz. that the Characters among the Hebrews, even 
the Name of Fehovah, wete alike apply'd ro both Father and 
Son. ; 

Your next Quotation is out of Euſeb. Demonſtr. Evang. l. 4. 
c. 3. in which Paſſage, if there be any Ex preſſions capable of 
your Senſe, yet if in his other Writings he plainly declares, as 
he does, an Opinion contrary to what you would deduce from 
ſuch ambiguous Expreſſions; nay, if in this very Chapter be 
aſſerts the Eternal Generation of the Sn of God in clear and 
indiſputable Terms, then ſurely in Reaſon the doubtful Expreſ- 
ſions ſhould be conſtrued by thoſe; and the Conſtruction which 
you put upon the doubtful, ſhould not over rule dire and paſi- 
tive Aſſertions. 

Again, if this were not the Caſe; yet it muſt be confider'd, 
that Euſebius, who was contemporary with Arius and his 
Friend, is too late an Authority to overthrow the Faith and 
Doctrine of the Antenicene Fathers, as well as the Council of 
Nice, which affirm'd it. 

Bur, as if you were conſcious, that Exſebius in this Paſſage 
had not ſaid enough for your Purpoſe, you leave out a great 
deal of it; and what you do cite, you inſert by Piecemeals in 
ſeveral diſtant Pages of your Letter. And laſtly, you groſsly 
miſ-tranſlate them, as will appear: 

© The Light does not ſhine forth by the Will of the luminous Bo- 
© dy, but by a neceſſary Property of Nature, 


In your Tranſlation. In the GREE K. 


(*) © But the Son by the In- () But the Son, according to 


* tention and Will of the Fa- 
© ther received his Subſiſtence, 
© ſo as to be the Image of the 
Father; for by his Will did 
© God become the Father of his 
© Fon, and caus'd to ſubſiſt a 
Second Light, in all Things 


A. 


Counſel and Choice, became 
the Image of the Father : for 
God being willing, became the 
Father of the Son, and caus'd 
to ſub ſiſt a Second Light, in all 
Things lik? unto himſelf. 


« like unto himſelf — 


et. 
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P. 19. 


P: 19. 


P. 19, 4a 


P. 8. 


[ 30 ] 

(v) The Unbegotten and E- 
ternal Light being One, how 
can the Image be other than 
One? Does not the Splendor, or 

This you have omitted: Ahe Ray, being the Light, pre- 
ſerve in all reſpefs the Likeneſs 
of the Prototype? How can it be 
the Image of the very One, un- 
leſs it ſelf alſo be One ? 


Then follows a Paſſage which you have omitted in this 
Place, becaufe in vour own Judgment it does not confiſt with 
the Doctrine which you would have Eujebius to aſſert here; 
for you have cited it, p, 8. among the Authorites for the Coe- 
ternity of the Son of God; but have done it very aukwardly, 
and indeed have corrupted it, as will appear by 


Your Tranſlation. ] The GREE K. 

(*) That the Son was begot- (*) Our Theology repreſents 
ten, not as having for certain | the Son Begotten, not as not 
Times not been, and then being | being in any Times, and after- 
made; but being before all A- | ward begotten, but as being 
ges, and ſtill before them, and | and preexiſting before Eternal 
being always preſent as a Son | Ages, and as the Son being to- 
with the Father; but not being | gether always with the Father; 
unbegotten, but begetten of the | not being unbegotten, but begot- 
Unbegotten Father, being the | ten of his Unbegotten Father, 
only Begotten, the Word, and | being the only Begotten, the 
God of God. Word, and God of God; 


Ir goes on : 

(Y) not by a Separation, Secti- 
on or Diviſion, out of the Fa- 
This you have omitted : | ther's Subſtance ; but ineffably 
and beyond our Ratiocination, 
from Eternity, and 
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(?) Receiving, before all] (r) Before all Ages, being P. 20, 
Ages, a real Subſiſtence by the | ſubſtantiated of or according 10 


the inexpreſible and inconceiva- 
ble Counſel and Power of the Fa- 
ther. 

(4) Fr, as "tis ſaid, Who 
can declare his Generation ? 
For as none knoweth the Father, 
but the Son: ſo none knoweth 
the Son, but the Father who 
begat him. 


inexpreſſible and inconceivable 
Will and Power of the Father. 


This alſo you have omitted : 


imagine your tranſlating 242.3, Will, which it does not ſig- 
nify, rather than Counſel, which it properly does, was to 
ſupport your Opinion, that the Generation of the Son of God 
was not bs Neceſſity of Nature, but voluntary by the Will of the 
Father when it pleas'd him; which you ſay, is the fame Thing 
as Creation, and to he would be but a Creature. 

Bur ſurely this cannot be che Meaning of this Paſſage, for it 
would be inconſiſtent with the plain and expreſs Aſſertions in 
this Place. For, 


I. How can that which was begotten, not as not being in any 
Times, but being before Eternal Ages, beyond our Ratiocination from 
Eternity, be ſaid to be a Creature? 


2. If Euſebius meant to aſſert his Generation to he à Creation, 
why did he cite the Prophet's Queſtion, which implies a Nega- 
tive, that none can declare his Generation, and give our Saviour's 
Reaſon for ir, becauſe none knows the Sn but the Fyther ? 
which Text he quores in another of his Books with this em- 
pharical Ex preſſion, u 4£iay, none knoweth the Son perfe&ly 
according to his Dignity, but the Father. 


I 1 , 
2 Cents 
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And if he meant he was created by the Will of the Father, P. 5* 


why did he add thoſe Epithets of Inexpreſſible and Inconceiva- 
ble Will? For tho' we cannot conceive what the Nature and 
Eſſence may be of ſuch a Created Being, yet we can conceive 
that Fact, as well as that the World was created by his Wil, 
when he ſpake the Word, and it was made; if that had been told 
us as plainly as this has been ; or otherwiſe you muſt ſay, thar 
tis inconceivable, that an Act of the Will ſhould be an Act of 
the Will, which is abſurd ; nay, I may ſay, tis eaſier ro con- 
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ceive, that He, who was always in Being, as Euſebius hexe ſays, 


may be form'd by Almighty God into Something more excellent, 
than it is to conceive a O eation out of Nothing. 


3. If you will infiſt that Cx; ſhall ſignify Wi, you ſhould 
at leaſt have tranſlated @ Cans, of the Will, as you do Gs 
& Ort, God of God : For all the Attributes of God being Eter- 
nal and Eſſential to the Godhead, the Vi is ſo too; and as the 
Father is Light, Truth, Wiſdom, &c. the Son is ſaid to be fo al- 
ſo, as partaking of and anoinred with all the Paternal Dignity, 
in the Language of Exſebius before-mention'd ; and in that of 
St. Paul, the bright Efflux of his Glory, and the expreſs Image of 
his Perſon ;, and theretore the Son of his Will does no more de- 
note his Creation, than the Son of his Love, or the Son of God 
do. Nay, tis in this manner that the Nicene Council has ex- 
preſs d his Coeternity and Conſubſtantiality, ( Light of Light, 
very Grd of very Cod, beg1tten not made: So that when you can 
prove, that the Reverend Fathers of that Council intended by 
thoſe Expreſſions, that the Sn of God was a Creature, then you 
ay interpret your Quotations of the like Expreſſions in the 
lc manner; and add, if you pleaſe, that this is che Doctrine 
and Faith of the Church of England ton ; but till then, your 
conadent Boaſtings of your Teſtimonies will not ſhake, but ra- 
ther root us in Faith; ſuch Bluſtring will be like Wind to the 
ftrong Oaks, 'ewill only fix the Roots more faſt in the Ground. 


iii gives us an Account of che Notion which Plato and 
1 


Eving. li.. ble Phtinus had of à Trinity, and ſpeaks of it with 
"AY * ſame Admiration of their great Penetration : I think this In- 


P. 37. 


ference may juſtly be dra vn from it, That if ſuch Great Men 
did not think ſuch 4 Nation to be abſurd, ſurely you have been 
too for ward and raſh to cenſure it as inconſiſtent with the Light 
of Nature and common Senſe. But, on the other Hand, if your 
Euſebius has been too much pleas d with their Notions, and has 


any where us'd Ex preſſions ſuited to it, I leave you to follow 


your admir d Example, and to deduce Chriſtianity from Hea— 
then Philoſophers, and to explain Divine My ſteries by the Rea- 
{onings of Man. 

TD bid me ſuppoſe my ſelf in a Court of Fudicature, and review 
the Evidence you have produced; and then conſider, whether I could 
with a ſafe Conſcience determine on the S de of the Athanaſians. 
My Anſwer is, That ſuch Evidence as you have given for 
your Cauſe, would not be accepted in any Court by any up- 
right Judge, and conſequently you may eafily conclude what 
the Judgment muſt be: Nay, I will add, that ſuch a Witneſs 
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would hardly efcape unpuniſh'd ; for 'tis his Duty to ſpeak rhe 
Truth, and the whole Truth: But to miſ-tranſlare your Authors, 
to cite them by halves, and with cs, leaving our plain and 
expreſs Aſſertions againſt you, and adding of your own to 
them; to diſtort their plain Words, and to interpret, or, rather, 
to declare dogmarically their Meaning contradiftory ro What 
they ſay, is ſuch a Proceeding, as is no leſs than an Attempt to 
impoſe upon Mankind in the moit provoking Manner, 

Ney, you have not only corrupted your own Teſtimonirs, 
bur you are prepar'd to baffle che beſt that can be brought 
againſt you, which is the Scripture, in the very Foundation of 
all Religion; for you are ſo fond of your Notion of a made 
God, and that the Son of God is a Creature, and conſ-quently not 
Eternal, that to avoid the Conſequence of the Application to 
him of the Expreſſions which in the Scriprures are us'd to de- 
note the Eternity of God the Father, you have ventur'd upon 
a very bold Aſſertion, © That this Eternity of the Father is only 
© ſuppos'd to be expreſs'd without Proof; it no way appearing, that 
© the Sacred Writers meddle beyond our Faculties with any ſuch 
© abſolute Eternity, either à Parte ante, or Parte poſt, as the 
© Schoolmen have 4 done. 

Strange Doctrine! but moſt welcome to Atheiſts and Debau- 
chees; and farewel to all Faith and Morality, and to all Religion 
which conſiſts of them. 

If the Goſpel, which brought Immortality to Light, has not 
plainly and fully declar'd an Eternity fo much as a Parte poſt, 
then neither are our Souls immortal, nor the 707 of Heaven, 
nor the Torments of Hell everlaſting ; at leaſt the Light ot Na- 
ture will not be ſufficient to convince the Generality of Man- 
kind of theſe Truths, fince both the Light of Nature, and of 
the Goſpel roo added to it, has not been ctetuil (God 
knows) with too many of the World, in che ſeveral Ages of 
it. But if the Expreſſions in Scripture of Eternity d Parte poft, 
ſhould fignify no more than, according to your Conſtruction, 
a Duration to the End of the Age, or ot the World, then the 
State of good and bad Men will end with it; and, which is 
moſt abſurd, the Happineſs of the one, and the Miſery of the 
other, will be at an End before the Perfection and Completion 
thereof will begin; which will not be rill the Day of Judg- 
ment, after this World is difſolv'd, and the Elements are melted 
away with fervent Heat, 

Your Reaſon you give, why the Sacred Writers meddle not 
with Eternity, is, becauſe it is beyond our Faculties : Perhaps 
Eternity, a Parte poſt, is not ſo. Many wicked Men think 10 
little of Death, that one may conclude they fancy an Eternal 
Duration even upon Earth ; and ſome ancient Philoſophers 
and modern Atheiſts have declar'd their B-lict, that the Earth 
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will laſt for ever, and that Matter was Eternal, even q Parte 
ante. | 
But if your Reaſon be good, how comes your Scheme of 
Religion to be form'd? For you own, that the Generation of 
the Son of God was in an ineffable Manner, that is, above our 
Faculrics : Did you find this in the Scriptures ? This Part cer- 
tainly is; but then they meddle beyond our Faculties; and 
indeed a Revelati-n from Heaven does imply ſomething, which 
Ly Nature we could not know: Bur if you do not find thereſt 
of your Scheme of Religion there, as moſt certainly 'tis not; 
then you have undertikena Subjett, which the Sacred Writers 
thought roo hard for them; and it your Doctrines be true, 
then there are ſome Truths, which the Holy Ghoſt, who was 
to lead us into all Truth neceſſary ro our Salvation, has not 
difcoverd to us, but have been reſerv'd for vou. Who can de- 


13. 
Ita. liii. 8. clare his Generation? {ſays the Prophet. It ſcems he did not 
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foreſee that you would © undertake to do it, tho' you acknow- 
ledge it to be ineffable; nay, ſo particularly, as to tell us 
plainly it was a Creation, and even the very Time of it, viz. a 
little before the Creation of the World, when © Almighty Grd 
© reſalv'd on that great Work, perceiving that Wiſdom was neceſ- 
© ſary for it, he preſently creates her in himſelf, or out of his 
© Subſtance, into a real Being or Perſon ;* tho of this you are 
doubtful ; for (as I obſerved before ) you cite another Autho- 
rity, that it is was mt of the Unbegotten Subſtance of the Fa- 
© ther, but was it ſelf begotten by the Divine Power; and that 
© He was the Ancienteſt of God's Creatures; even ſo ancient, 
© that your Author card not to aſſi;n the Date of his Generation, 
© or Creation, | 

But you fay from Tertullian very truly, What other Chara- 
Qeriſtick is there of God, bur Eternity? And are the Scriptures 
ſilent in this, without which the F:ither himſelf would not be 
Cod? Could the Heathen Philoſophers ſpeak ot this in ſo plain 
and lofty Terms; and did the Hi Ghoft nat aſſiſt, bur fo in- 
dulge our Weakneſs, as not to ſpeak of it? tho' the moſt 
important, becauſe the Foundation, of all his other Eſſential 
Attributes. 

Plutarch ſays, the Temple of T/;s had this Inſcription : (4) 


& Oſiride, © T am all that e ver was, and is, and (hall be; and no Mortal has 


P. 354. 


© uncover d my Veil. And tho we muſt own, that we lee darkly, 
and thro' a Veil, (tor who can comprehend the infinite Perfecti- 
ons of God?) yer, that God muſt be Eternal, is fo plain a 
Truth, that none who truly believ'd a God, ever deny'd it. 
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And in another Place, he gives a noble and elegant Deſcrip- 2 &, 
tion of this Eternity; viz, (4) God, we muſt ſay, is, and is p. 393. 

* with reſpef to ro Time, but of a timeleſs, immovrabie, and 
© jndeclinable Age or Eternity; of hn there is no Beiore, or 
© After, or New. but being One, fills a Sempiternity with one 
© Now, and in this reſpect is ſolely, really Being, neither paſt 
© nor future, neither Beginning nor Ending. 

And Plato ſays, () We attribute to the Eternal Being was and In Timzo, 
ſhall be, but not rightly; for according to true Speech or Reaſon, p. 37, 38. 
we ſhould aſcribe to him only Is. Aud accordingly, in another In Phzdro, 
Place he ſtiles him, 2 , the Being; which he probably learnt p. 78. 
from the ewe, and the Wrirings of Moſes, in which God him- 
ſelf ſtiles himſcif, J am; which ſurely dencres his Eccrnity : 

So that it does appear in Scripture, even immediately from God 

himſelf ; and tho the Manner wes above our Faculties, yet the 

Thing is not fo; for it was an Anſwer to Moſes s Queſtion, and Exod. iii. 
was to fatisfy, and it did ſatisfy him and all the Jens, ro whom 13, 14. 
he was ſent. 

Bur in Support of your Opinion, you ſay, © the Greet Lan- p. 28. 
« guage hath Three Ways of ſpeaking, which are ſometimes 
« rcnder'd Eternal. | 

The firſt, aw Cy, or Deg aiw;C, Cr SN aiwswr, or Weg 

Ivor eaicorior 

« This you ſay ſeldom or never ſignifics a proper Eternity. 

The Second, at. 

This not always. 
The Third, Curt . | 
This alone always does fo, - | 

And you add, Tis very remarlalle, that the Bible and Apo- 
« ſtolical Fathers never in this Caſe of the Antiquity of the 
« Sm, uſe any but the Firſt ; None of thele before the Council 
of Nice more than the Firſt, and very rarely the $:c:nd ; while 
© Athanaſius and his Followers, and none before them, direct! 

« ventur'd on the Third Way of ſpeaking, and call'd che Sen 
© Coeternal. : 

This laſt makes a fair Shew, bur indeed is very trifling; 
for if . does not ſign'fy a proper Eternity when apply d 
to God, how can you lay that C werd'& always does fo? For 
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evvail , Creternal, is only being with , Eternal; or 
being what is '@#N@-, Eternal. 

And there could be no Occaſion to ſtile the Son Coeternal, 
till Hereticks ſubtilly and fraudulently call'd him God, and yet 
deny'd his Eternity a Parte ante, which was imply'd in God 
and therefore to obviate that Fallacy and Equivocation, twas 
requir'd that they ſhould declare him Coeternal, that is, as the 
Father is Eternal, fo is the Sn too. And thus did the Jews, to 
obviate the Hereſy of the Sadducees ; for when the Form, in 


which they concluded all their Benedictions, viz. from Age, was 


perverted by the Sadducees to their Senſe, viz. of the World ; 
they appointed the Form to be, From Age and to Aze, that is, 
of this World, and of the World to come after the Day of Doom. 
Now in the Nature and Reaſon of the Thing, if the Son be E- 
ternal, he muſt be Coeternal with the Father, that is, Eternal as 
well as the Father, neither being before or after the other, but 
both exiſting eternally together. 

As to the other two Ways in Greek of expreſſing Eternity, I 
do own, that a, and the Derivations from it, do fomgrimes 
in Scriprure ſignify the Age of the World, and the Age of the 
Goſpel, and gg acwvCy, before the World began: But I am very 
ſorry the Inference from this Notion, and the Application of it, 
has — by you deriv'd from ſo ill an Authority or Example, 
as that of the Sadducees, rhe worſt Se& of all the Fews. 

I do own alſo, that af is ſometimes apply d to Eternity 
only a Parte poſt ;, as in Jude, audits Jeo mois, Everlaſting 

ains : 

But that theſe Words do, in Heathen Authors, ſignify a 
proper Eternity when they deſign it, and Eternity d Parte poſt, 
according to the Subje&-Martrer, I think, cannot be deny d. 

Plato, in the Place before- mention'd, calls God 'at tov ogy. 

Ariſtotle, in like manner, uſes q , r air drig- 
wr, to ſignify Eternity. 

Plutarch : 5 8 085 atanGCr, OF ald ò keg. 

And if theſe Words do not ſigniſy a proper Eternity, I deſire 
you to tell me any Greek Words, that have been us'd by any 
Greek Authors, ro exprels it. 

And that a proper Eternity is defign'd to he ſpoken of in 
the Scriptures, and that in thoſe Places theſe Words are uſed 
ro expreſs it, and cannot there be underſtood and apply'd 
to the Age of the Goſpe/, or the Age or Beginning of the World, 
or a Time before the Beginning ot it; and that theſe Words are 
22 to the n, as well as to the Father, I ſhall now 

ew. 

ris indeed very remarkable, as you ſay, that the Bible, 
in the Caſe of the Antiquity of the Son, never uſes any bur 
* the Firſt; but if it ſhould be fo, twill not be ſubſervient 
to your Purpoſe, becauſe tis as remarkable, that tho - 
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is us'd when the Eternity of the Father. is ſpoken of, Rem. i. 20. 
Eternal Godhead ;, and Wiſd. vii. 26. Eternal Light; yet generally, 
and almoſt always, the Firſt is us'd to expreis the Eternity of 
the Father, and therefore, if apply'd to the Son, it muſt de- 
note alſo his, not Antiquity, but Eternity. 

Now whether you have not been too raſh in aſſerting, that 
the Firſt ſe/dom or never ſignifies a proper Eternity, may be 
ſeen by ſome few Inſtances of the many which might be pro. 


Gen. xxi. 33. The Name of the Lord was there call'd , The E- 
F S 
% "eq Xl. 28. 
en . 4. > Everlaſting God. 
Rom. xvi. 26, 
Dam iv. 34. His Dominion Everlaſting, 
Hab. iii. 6, Hu Ways are Everlaſting. 
In all theſe Places aid is us d. 


Pſal, I X©- 2. $ From everlaſting to everlaſting. 
L Cvi. 48. 2. nm . tws Ts ator. 
Al From everlaſting to everlaſting. 
LICE i aa» 7. 
amo Ts aliwv Cf tis T anode s 
xci'i, 2.9 790 art from everlaſi Inge 
am Te aiavOC oy d. 
xxix. IO. The Lord is King for ever. 
cxix. 89. For ever thy Vd is ſettled in Heaven. 
Deut. xxxii. 40. I lift up my Hand to Heaven, and ſay, I live 
for ever. 
Dan. Xii. 7. Sware by him who liveth for ever. 
Hs A tf @ 0.» 
Rev. iv. 9. Who lweth for ever and ever. 
1 Pet. v. 11. To him be Glory for ever and ever. 
ti g a av TH UL WNW. 
Pſalm x. 16. J) Lord is King for eve, and ever. 
| tis F alava eig T alw/H Ts alu), 
Iſaiah lvii. 15. Who inhabiteth Eternity. 
YATUNGY T UWA, 
Pſal. cxlv. 13. Thy Kingdom is an everlaſting Kingdom. 
Cambcia mT UG wy » 


Now if theſe and many more ſuch Texts ſhould be inter pre- 
ted of the Age of the World, or of che Gy pel, how unworth 
muſt ſuch a Conſtruction be of the Majeſty and Glorious Arcri- 
bures of God? and indecd how abſurd ? for then they will run 
thus : 


The God of the Age, who inhabits the 4ge. 


2 Cor. iv. 
18. 


1 Pet. i. 19. 


Matt. xi. 
25. 27. 
Gal. iv. 9. 


John vlii. 
19. 


[ 38 ] 


His Power, Dominion, Kingdom and Ways are of the 
Age. 

His Word remaineth even in Heaven, but to the Age, or End 
of the Mord. 

Who is to be praiſed from the Beginning of the Age to the 
End of the Age. 

Who from the Age, or Beginning of the World, is God, or is, 
and lives to the End of the World: So that he begins and 
ends with the World. 


How then is &s w vag to be tranſlated in the Lord's 
Prayer? Is the Kingdom, the Power and the Glory ot God, to the 
Ages only, or the End of the World? And does the Son of God 
reach us, when we pray, to ſay ſo ? St. Paul ſays, the Things 
which are ſeen are temporal, but the Things which are not ſeen are 
& wv, eternal; but according to your Notion you muſt render 
ir, are to the End of the World, that is, are temporal. Is not this 
abſurd, and turning the Scripture into Nonſenſe ? 

Could the Heathens happily find an Eternal Godhead, and have 
the inſpir'd Prophets ſpoke of him and his Dominion as only of 
this World ? Is this the ſure Word of Prophecy, the Light that 
ſhines in a dark Place? And is this Light, and the Light of the 
Goſpel too, more dim than the Light of Nature and our Rea- 
ſon by which we are aſſur d he muſt be Infinite and Eternal, 
or not Go? And is this Truth not to be mention'd in Scripture, 
leſt ir ſhould dazzle our Eyes, and yet was reveal d unto Babes? 
why are we turn'd back to weak and beggarly Rudiments to learn 
from Nature, and owe to it, our Faith ot this fundamental Arti- 
cle of all Religion, and deny it to Revelation, and the Voice of 
God himſelf from Heaven, I am? 

But in the Words of our Saviour, If you had known me, you 
would have known my Father alſo, you would certainly have al- 
low'd theſe Expreffions to have fully denoted an abſolute Eter- 
nity; ( for in the Cree Authors they are generally ſo under- 
ſtood ; ) bur you apprehend the Conſequence, which is inevi- 
table, that if the ſame Things, and indeed the inſeparable Per- 
ſections of God and Eternity be attributed ro the Son, as well 
as to the Father, then he muſt be God equal to the Father: But 
rather than allow Eternity to the Son, you chuſe (I will not 
fay to deny, tho' your Conſtruction of ein the before- 
mention'd Texts amounts to it, but) to take from us the beſt 
Evidence we can have, of the Eternity of the Father himſelf, 
which is the Revelation he has given us of himſelf in the. 
Scriptures. | | | 

I ſhould now mention ſome of the many Texts, which plain- 
ly and fully expreſs and declare in the ſame Terms, or equiva- 
lent wich the above-menrion'd, the Divinity of our Saviour, his 
Eternity, and other eſſential incommunicable Attributes of the Su- 
preme God: But this will be more proper, after I have con- 

„ FE fider'd 


[ 39 1 
he ſider'd the Texts of Scripture, which you have quoted to ſup- 
nd port your Doctrine: Which I now proceed to do, Fa 
= The firſt Text you quote is out of Proverbs, which you ren- Chap. viii. 
1 der thus, p. 9. 
„ The Lord created me the Beginning of his Ways for his Works. V. 22. 


Before the World he founded me, in the Beginning before he made V. 23. 
the Earth. 


Before the Fountains of Water came. V. 25. 
Before the Mountains were faſtned, he begat me before the v. 25. : 
Hills. | 


The Word in the Septuagint is indeed Zxmes, created; but 
Biſhop Patrick in his Comment ſays, that according to the He- 
brew Verity, This Text, if it belongs to this Matter, appears 
© ro have been, as St. Fohn ſpeaks, with the Father in the Be- 
« ginning, being his =y Begorren before all Worlds; and fo 
© the Hebrew Word, which we tranſlate poſſeſs, ſomerimes ſig- 
«* nifies in Scripture, and is render'd by the S-ptuagint in ano- 
ther Place, viz. Zech. iii. 5. £ Worn, bezot. 
I obſerve, that in the 25th Verſe tis, he begat me, which 
ſeems ro agree with what Biſhop Patrick ſays of the Significa- 
tion of the Hebrew Word in the 22d Verſe, and explains what 
is meant by created; not that Created and Begotten are the 
ſame Thing, as I have ſhewn before out of Tertullian, and 
what I have ſaid upon it. 
1 Beſides, you render, and fo do our Bibles, the 25th Verſe, 
he begat me; bur it ſhould be, begets me, e A, in the Pre- 
ſent Tenſe ; and Origen's Obſervation. upon it is very juſt, viz. . 
© He generates me before the Hills; he did not ſay begat, but 9- Hom. ia. 
© begets, by which Sempiternity is ſignify'd, as Origen ſays in Jerem. 
another Place cited by you, and of which I have taken notice b. 199+ 
before, with whom it is always to-day ; and, as Plato ſaid, Is 
is the only proper Term to be uſed of God, 
And what you render in the 23d Verſe, before the World, and 
our Bibles, Everlaſting, the Words are agg ] aioy© : Of 
this I have ſpoken already, and ſhewn how improper your 
Conſtruction is. 
But I muſt go back to Biſhop Patrick, who ſays indeed, thar 
the Ancient Chriſtians thought that this Text might be apply'd to 
the Sn of God, the Eternal Wiſdom, (and the Authors, which l 
have here before cired, have done fo, bur very differently from 
your Conſtruction of them) but he adds, that they were not 
reſolvd whether they ought not to be apply'd to him rather 
in his human Nature; and he delivers his own Opinion, char 
Solomon thought of nothing but the wile Directions God had 
given them in his Word reveal'd to them by Moſes and the 
5 © Prophets. 
And really your own following Quotations out of Eccle ſiaſti- 
cus, do confirm Biſhop Patrick's Conſtruction of Wiſdom in this 
Chapter of the Proverbs, as I ſhall ſhe w; which will alſo be an 
Anſwer 


„ 
Anſwer to them, and be à further Conviction of your unfair 
Repreſentation of your Quotations, and of your treating your 

Texts, as you have done your Teſtimonies. 
The Firſt is out of Eccl. i, 4. Wiſdom hath been created before 

all Things. 

Now it is evident, that this is meant of Wi/dim , as it ſigni- 
fies the Grace of God, or, in Biſhop Patrick's Words , the wiſe 
Mer . Directions given by God; for Verſe 9. She is with all Flrſh, 
according to his Gift, and he hath given her to them that love 
_ * him: And Verſe 14. To fear the Lord is the Beginning of Wiſ- 
, » * dom, and it was created with the Faithful in the Womb, And 
© Verſe 20. To fear the Lord is call d the Root of Wiſdom. Now 
; what can this Wiſdom be, but that which SHomon had ask'd of 


Tus. 


oe — God for himſelf, and God had given to him? How can it be 
apply'd to the Son of God, as the Wiſdom of God ? Is the Fear 
of God the Beginning, the Root of him? Was he created with 
A6. the Faithful in the Womb? And Verſe 3. The Word of God in 


the higheſt is the Fountain of Wiſdom, Now either the Word of 

God here is the Sn of God, and then Wiſdom muſt neceſſarily 

be taken in the S-nſe which I have mention'd : For the Word or 

Wiſdom of God, as denoting the Sm, can'c be the Fountain of 

the Wiſdom, or of the Son of God; or if the Word of God be 

taken for the Directions given by God, c. then Wiſdom muſt 

be underſtood ro be the Fruits and Effects thereof, which is 
the Thing I was to prove. q 

And this Conſtruction will be further eviden>by the 24ch 

Chapter, out of which you have taken your next Quotation; 

and which is introduced by a Quotation, v. 7. as ask d by 

p. 9, 10. Wiſdom, which you have omitted: In whoſe Inheritance ſhall 

; J abide ? And the Anſwer is given, v. 8. which you cite in 

part: Then the Creator of all Things gave me a Commandment, 

© and he that created me caus'd my Tabernacle to reſt 

Here you ſtop with a Scroke according to your Cuſtom ; for 

the next Words are an Anſwer to the Queſtion, and would 

have ſhewn, that your Quoration was norto your Purpoſe: Like 

John xviii- him who ask d, What is Truth ? and went away wichout ſtaying 
38. for an Anſwer. The Words which follow are : 

And ſaid, Let thy Dwellirg be in Facob, and thine Inheritance 
© in Iſrael. And v. 10. In the Holy Tabernacle I ſeru'd before him, 
© and ſo was I eſtabliſhd in Sion, likewiſe in the belov'd City he 
© gave me Rest. And v. 23. All theſe Things are the Book of the 
* Covenant of the moſt High God, even the Law which Moſes com- 
* manded for an Heritage unto the Congregations of Facob. 

Theſe fully explain what Wiſdom is 1poken of in this Chap- 
ter, viz. That ir was the Law, and thoſe Divine Inſtructions 
which God had given more particularly to the Fews, and which 

Pfal. xix, are ſaid in the Scripture ro make them wiſe, and wiſer than 
7. their Enemies, who had no Knowledge of God's Laws. | 
Pal. cxix, | 
98. | And 
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And the 2oth Verſe (My Memorial is ſweeter than Honey, and 
my Inheritance than the Honey-Comb ) is che ſame as in Pſal. xix. 
9, 10. The Judgments of the Lord are ſweeter than Honey and the 
Honey- Comb. 

And the 18th Verſe, (I am the Mother of Love, Fear, Know- 
* ledge, and holy Hope ) is moſt properly apply'd to Wiſdom, as it 

is the Grace of God, and the Divine Aſſiſtance ; for it is God's 
Grace that begets theſe Virtues in us, 

But if you will ſtill apply Wiſdom here to the Son of God, 
then the 18th Verſe ſtiles him a7e-34vnc, Eternal, or begotten 
from Eternity. And Verſe 36. He that ſinneth againſt Me wrong- 
eth his own Sul. Surely there is no Sin bur againſt 
God. 
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ere are ſome Paſſages in the Pſalms ſo exactly parallel to 


our Text out of the Proverbs, that one would think Slomon 

ad learnt and tranſcrib'd them into his Proverbs from Moſes 
and David, as the Son of Sirach, who imitated Solomon, did 
from him. 


Pſal. xc. 2. Before the Mountains were brought forth, or ever "Am 78 


thou hadſt form'd the Earth and the World ;, even from everlaſting 
thou art God; or from everlaſting to everlaſting thou art. 

Now it the Text in the Proverbs, Before the World, before he 
made the Earth, and before the Mountains, do ſignify the Begin- 
ning of Wiſdom : And Eccl. i. 9. Wiſdom ſhall not fail to the End of 
the World (according to your Tranſlation of theſe Texts) then 
you ought to conſtrue the ſame Expreſſions in the goth 
Halm ot the Almighty God in the fame manner, viz. That he 
did begin bur, as Wiſdom did, before the World, and ſhall laſt 
ro the End of it ; which would be Blaſphemy : And neverthe- 
leſs, ro my Aſtoniſhmenr, you do ſo conſtrue it; for p. 6. you 
cite this P/alm, and render it, from the Ae to the Age, or from 
— Beginning of the World to the End of the World, thou art 
G 


Pſalm xciii. 2. The Lord reigneth the World alſo is eſtabliſh'd, 
that it cannot be moved. Ver. 3. Thy Throne is eftabliſh'd of Old ; 
thou art from Everlaſting. | 

If this be apply'd to the Son of God, of whom the Fews 
affirm, ( as Biſhop Patrick ſays this was a Prophecy, ſurely 
this ſufficiently expreſſes Eternity; or if it be ſaid of God the 
Father, then your Conſtruction of this will be as bad as the 
former, for the Words are the fame ; or if you let them be 
underſtood as they ought to be, of the Eternity of God, you 
muſt in Juſtice underſtand the Text in the Proverbs in like 
manner of the Eternity of the Son, if he be meant by Wiſdom in 
that Place, 

Before I diſmiſs your Texts out of the Proverbs, I muſt ſay 


ſomething to the latter Part of the 22d Verſe, The Beginning of 


bis Ways, 
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To this it might ſuffice to ſay, that if the Ways of God are 
everlaſt un, as is ſaid Hab. iii. 6. then the Beginning ot choſe 
Ways muſt be everlaſting too; or, to ſpeak more properly, 
there is no Beginning of them. God the Father is ſaid to be 


the Beginning and the End: turely this. ſignifies his Eternity, for 


ou will nat fay-he has cither; and this is ſaid in the Reve- 


. more than once of the Son too. But let us conſider what 


elſe this Word &eylw, which you render the Beginning, may 
ſignify in chis Place ; for to interpret it ſo as to make Wiſdom, 
or the Son of God, the Firft of his Hays; or, as you mean, of 
the Creation, and foa Parr of it, is moſt abſurd, as well as un- 
true, as I ſhall ſhew by and by. | 

'A- 9 ſignifies nor only Beginning, but alſo Principle, Principa- 
lity, Dominion, Power; and in thete Senſes is us'd in the beſt 
Greek Authors, and in the Bible, ; 

Ariſtatle has wrote a Book, which he entitles, eg} 0301, of 
or concerning Principles ;, and fo has Origen too. 

And both Ariſtotle and Plato agree, (9 that &2n, © the 


dro, p.245. © Principle is unmade , for by the Principle it is of Neceſſity that 
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© every Thing that is made, be made. 
And your Quotation ont of Cl-m, Alex. as you your felt ren- 


; . . 5. . . . . 8 
der ir, agrees with this Significacion of the Word, Gd who 


© made the Beginning or Principle of all Things: And you add, 
peter perfe&!y weil under ſtood that Expreſſim, In the Bcgin- 
ning, or by che Principle, God made the Heaven and the 
© Earth. | | 1 

And fo is 2:74 by Juſtin us d in your Quotation out of him, 
if you would have truly rendred that Paſſage. 

Why then will you not allow it the ſame Signification in this 
Text of the Proverbs, fince it perfectly agrees with what you 
do allaw, viz. that the World was made by the Word, or Wiſ- 
dm of God; or, in the Words of Peter and Clement, the Prin- 
ciple ? And this very Text of the Proverbs implies this Con- 
ſtruction; for the Conclution of the Verſe is, «is Tp v7, for 


bis Works; and thus che Two Parts of this Verſe will agree ve- 


ry well, the Principle of his Ways for his Works ;, but then the Con- 
ſequence will be, that che Son of God (it he be meant here by 
dom, which 1 think he is not) was not created, for the 
Principle 1s unmade. 

And why may nor even the Word Beginning be equivalent 
to Principle ;, for Origo, which ſignifies Beginning, is made an 
mow Word, Origin, and ſignifies alſo the Source or Spring- 

ead. f * 

The other Signification of &gyn, viz. Principality, Dominion, 

Power, \s very proper and applicable to che Eternal Wiſdom of 
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God ; for he directs, orders, and governs us, and the whole Iſa. ix. 6: 
Creation; as the Prophet ſays, The, or whoſe Government (not & 1 dp 
whoſe Beginning) ſhall be upon his Shoulders. And ſo in the fol- Me3zay n 
lowing Verſe, (not his Beginning, but) his Government or Do- &p1avrs: 
minion is great. And thus Tertultian expounds both the Signi- P. 416. 
fication of the Word ex, and the Application of it: And moſt S. 'Þ- 5 
certainly the Text in Deut. xxxiii. 37. muſt be fo underſtood; Adv, Her- 
which, as it is in the Septuagint,, muſt be render'd, the Power mog. 
or Dominion ef. God ſhall cover. thee; for ſurely you will not SN. 
tranſlate it, the Beginning of God, who has no Beginning. And oz de ap 
ſo Jude the 6th, &;y1v is render'd in the Margin, Principality; M. ” 
and ſo alſo Col. i. 16. epyet , Principalities. 3 

There is another Account which .may be given of this Text, 
and is certainly true of the Son as the Wiſdom of God, (tho I 
take it from a Book, whoſe Authority you will not allow, nor Origen, 
I afſert ) viz. He is the Way that leads to God; and in this te- Ge- 
ſpe& he may very py be the Beginning of his Ways, , p. 7 2, 
and yet no created Being; for ſurely 'rwas this Wiſdom, this 
Logos, that inſtructed the Old World, and came at laſt into it, 
to ſhew them @ more excellent Way ; agreeably to this he ſays, 
J am the Way : No Man cometh unto the Father but by me; and John xiv; 
without (or ſevered) from me, ye can do nothing. And St. Paul g. 
ſays, I can do all Things thro' Chrift which ſtrengtheneth me. And .,,,.1.. 
as he is ſtil'd the Author of our Faith, and the Captain, or Leader, John xy: 
of our Salvation, (in both Places, a he may be proper- 5. 
ly ſaid to be the Beginning of his Ways, for his Works: For as phil. iv. 
we are his Workmanſhip, ſo he ſhews us the Paths of Life, 13. 
and leads us in the Paths of Righteouſneſs, in the Way everlaſting ; eb, xii. 5: 
and the Word of Gol is a Light unto our Paths, that our Footſteps ji. 10. 
flip not. "be | 1  Pfal. xvi; 
| Upon the whole, as Biſhop Patrick ſays, the ancient Fathers jj, 
thought this Text might be apply'd to the Son of Cod; ſo it iii. 3. 
was not apply'd to prove him a Creature. On the contrary, cxxxix: 
your Euſebius, in the Chapter before cited, when he ſays that 24. 
Solomon gives us the ſame Senſe, viz. that he was Fehovaß, he ix. 10 f. 
immediately cites this Text of che Proverbs, ſurely you will xvii. 52 
nor ſay, that he firſt makes Solomon aſſert his Divinity, and then 
quote his Words to prove him a Creature. And Pamphilus (u) p. 768. 
in his Apology for Origen, immediately cites this Text, after | 
he had reckon'd into the Number of Hereticks, thoſe who de- 
ny'd him to be the Firſt-begotten, and the God of the whole 
Creation, and the Word, and Wiſdom, which is the Beginning of 
. his Ways. 
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But as poſitive as — are, that this Text, Prov. viii. 22. is 

a full Proof, that Wiſdom ( which you interpret to be the Son of 
God) was created; I find, p. 35, that you have quoted Treneus 
for applying this fame Text to the Holy Spirit; and you, in 
like manner, infer from thence, that the Holy Ghoſt was 
created by God: J have already ſhewn, that it is not to be un- 
derſtood of the Son of God; and you have furniſh'd me with 
Arguments, that it cannot be conſtrued of the Holy Ghoſt ; for 
you make him to be the Creature of the Son of God, and nor 
immediately of God the Father; and if you will ſay, he was 
the Creature of God the Father by the Sn, yet how can you 
make him, as is ſaid, v. 22, the Beginning of his Ways, or, in 
your Language, the Firſt of the Creation? for you ſay, p. 37. 
he was not of equal Antiquity with the son; nor can there be 
Two Firſts, or Two Beginnings , nor could the Holy Ghoſt, the 
Creature, be before his Creator, ſcil. the Son by whom he was 
created, 

That is what I have to offer in Anſwer to your Three Firſt 
Texts, p. 9. and in ſome meaſure to the laſt out of the Reve- 
lation, Chap. iii. 14. ſo far as relates to the Conſtruction of the 
Word Zo ; and muſt be my Excuſe for the Length of what 
I have ſaid upon them. 1 

come now to your Text, Col. i. 15. And, Firſt, to the 
firſt Part of it; Who is the Image of the inviſible God. 

This Text which is here render'd Image, e:x@:, and ſo 
2 Cor. iv. 4. is in Heb. i. 3. 9@eaxTIp F Vapocd T4ws yrs The 
Character of his Subſiſtence or Perſon ; and the Words im- 


*Arazzo- mediatcly preceding are, The Brightneſs (or bright Emanation) 


A · 


Col. ii. 9. 


Phil. ii. 6. 


of his Ghν, equivalent to that in Mid. Chap. vii. v. 26. of the 
Eternal Light. Now what hath been already ſaid of this Splen- 
abr and Emanation of the Eternal Light, may partly «explain 
what 1s meant by 142% TH by VI ννοE,mg, and by ei d ] For 
it carnot be imagin'd that the firſt ſhould be inſeparable, a ne- 
ceſſary Emanation from, and the fame with, the Eternal Light, 
and yet the very next Words ſhould declare him to be ſuch 
an Image as is but a Picture, a Repreſentation of ir, but in 
Nature and Eſſence different from it: And yy e2x74 properly 
ſignifies the Impreſſion, the Form ; ſo that in Him, I may ſay, 
was imprinted the Godhead, or, as the Apoſtle ſays, In him 
dwelleth all the Fulneſs of the Godhead : And, as he again 1ays, 
who being in the Form of God, thought it not Robbery to be equal 
with God; and who can be equal with God, or in the Form of +» 
God, but who is God, Infinite and Eternal? And that the à po- 
ſtle ſo means, is plain by the Expreſſion tollowing, whicn is 
apply'd to his Manhood; Taking the Ferm of a Serv-nt, being 
mad? in the Likeneſs of Man. So then we muſt ether with tl e 
Gneſticks deny the Reality of Chriſt's comi'g in the bl th, or 


we muſt own, that He, by being in the Form oj God, us de- 


clar d 
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clar'd by the Apoſtle as truly God, and not barely, in your 
Senſe, the Image of God; as by being in the Firm of a Servant, 
and in the Likeneſs of Man, He was really Man, and not the 
Appearance only of a Man. 

And in 2 Cor, iv. 4. where tis again ſaid, Who is the Image of 
God, tis ſaid in the 6rh Verſe, God hath ſhined in our Hearts, to 
give the Light of the Knowledge of the Glory of God in the Face, 
or rather the Perſon, of Feſus Chriſt : For fo alto aecmwmy ſigni- 
fies, and is ſo render d, Chap. ii. 10. And Dr. Hammond in 
his Commentary ſays, Chriſt repreſents Almighty God co us, 
= as a Picture does the Body, but as a real, ſubſtantial Image 
of him. 

And the very next Words in the Text, Heb. i. 3. (of which 
we have been ſpeaking) are, upholding all Things by lus Power, 
which none can do but God who is Omnipotent. 

I do own, that &4xwy does properly, in the common Accep- 
tation of the Word, ſignify an Image or Picture of a Thing; 
bur as, I hope, I have ſhewn it does nor, it cannot ſo ſignity 
in the Places aforeſaid ; ſo it will be plain, that this Word 
here muſt ſignify not a Picture, but a full, lively and perfect 
Image. By another Text in this Epiſtle to the Hebrews, Ch. x. 

v. 1. The Law having a Shadow of good Things to come, and not 

© the very Image (or Image it ſelf ) of the Things Here the d ayrly 
Image of the Things, muſt ſignify a full and perfect Image of F ei. 
the Things themſelves; or elſe if Image ſignifies only the 

Picture or Repreſentation, tis no more chan Shadow, and then 

tis no Antitheſis, which was neceſſary in this Argument of the 
Apoſtle; nay, 'tis a Contradicton in the very ſame Sentence, 

for it will run thus: The Law having a Shadow - and nor having 

the very Shadow. | 

come now to the Second Part of your Text, Col. i. 15. the Kies. 

Firſt-born of every Creature, or of the Creation, as it is render'd, 
Rev. iii. 14. and cited by you, p. 10. from whence you would 
infer our Saviour to be a Creature, tho' the Fir/t-born and che 

Chief of them. | 

Bur if you wou'd have added the next Verſe, and what fol- 
lows, it would manifeſtly have appear'd that he could not be 
one of them, for it is ſaid ; 

For by him were all Things creared that are in Heaven, and Ver. 16. 
that are in Eirch, viſible and inviſible ; whether they be Thrones, 'Az3 as. 
or Dominions, or Principalities, or Powers; all Things were 
created by him, and for him. | | 

Hence it will follow, that if He made all Things in Heaven 
and Earth, and, as St. Fohn adds, that without him was not an 
Thing made that was made; ſurely, e him ef was not made; C. i. 2, 
for a Creature could not make himſelf, All Things are of God, wes 
and by God, Axiſtotle could ſay : But we need not the Divine . 
authority of the Scriptures, nor the Sagacity of a Philolopher; ariſtot de 

D 2 common Mundo, 
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common Senſe is ſufficient to inform us, that the Maler cannot 
be a Part of the Things made. 

And the following Verſe would have told you, that he was 
God; For it pleaſed the Father, that in him ſhould all Fulneſs 
awell ; er all Fulneſs was pleaſed to dwell in him; and what that 
Fulneſs is, we ſee in the Second Chapter, v. 9. all the Fulneſs 
of the Godhead : Which Text is introduc'd in a very remarkable 


, Manner, as if the Apoſtle had foreſeen what he ſays in another 
1 Cor. 1. Place, that the Wiſe, the Scribe, the Diſputer 4, this World, „ 


20. ( to whom the Doctrine concerning Chriſt, was Fooliſhneſs, tho he 
28, truly was the Power of God, the Wiſdom of God ) might at- 
29. tempt to pervert others from the true Chriſtian Faith. ( For, 


as I obſerv'd before of the Piatoniſts, Tertullian ſays of the 
Adv. Jud. Philoſophers in general, that they were Hereticorum Patriar- 
c. 9. P. 142. chæ.) He cautions the Coloſſians againſt their Inſinuations, in 
the Verſe immediately preceding ; Beware left any Man ſpoil 
(or make a Prey of, or enſnare ) you, thro' Philo ophy and vain 
Deceit, after the Rudiments of this World, and not after Chriſt : 
For in him dwelleth all the Fulneſs of the Godhead bodily. And 
Comment. Dr. Hammond obſerves, that as ova is often loſt in the Geni- 
465. tive Caſe following it; as, onua-uz, Me, onus Melcg, Chriſt; 
ſo here cwuamza; Bodily, may be taken in the ſame Senſe by 
Identity of his very Eflence. 
And I think it is very obſervable, that when in the 15th 
Verſe he had ſtil'd Him the Firſt-born of every Creature, the next 
Verſe begins, Fr, zn, or becauſe, By him were all Things crea- 
ted, &c. Now if the Apoſtle had meant to aſſert him in the 
15th Verſe to be a Creature, the Reaſon he gives for it, or the 
Argument he uſes to prove it in the 16th Verſe, viz. Becauſe 
he himſelf created all Things, is the moſt ſuprizing that ever 
was urg'd by Man; eſpecially by that Apoſtle, who had aſ- 
; ſerred, that the Creation of the World was a full Proof of the 
Rom. i. 20. Eternal Godhead; and therefore could not now conſiſtently with 
himſelf make it alſo the Proof of a Creature: So that it when 
he undertook to declare to the Athenians the unknown God, and 
whom they ignorantly worſhipp'd, the Philoſophers, or even Men 
of common Senſe had heard him reaſoning in this Manner, 
they would with Juſtice have cry'd out, What will this Babbler 
Acts xvii, Have? 5 
18. What I have here before ſaid of the Signification of 4, 
may ſerve alſo to explain the Meaning of Firſt-born in this 
Text: For tho” the literal and primary Signification of ae:7;- 
. O be firſt-born, yet as Primogeniture gives to the Eldeſt a 
Superiority and Dominion over his Brethren ; So in this Senſe 
ir ought to be taken here; and the 18ch Verſe of this 1 Coloff. 
leads us plainly to it; for tis ſaid, He is the Head of the Body 
the Church, the Beginning, the Firſt-born from the Dead, that in 
Tlowrd/ovs all Things he might have the Pre-eminence, or, more literally, be 


Chief. 


* 


So 
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So 1 Chron. xxvi. 10. Becauſe there was no Eldeſt, his Father n #», iv 
made him the Chief, or Ruler; which Privilege did belong to @ga757- 
the Eldeſt, and which, as ſuch, he might of Right have x. 
claim'd. ArgovThe 


So when Iſaac had made Jacob Lord over his Brethren, or of Gen. xxvii. 


his Brother, Eſau complain'd that Jacob had ſupplanted him, 29. 
and taken away his ( aepnTx2, Rights of) Birthright, and IU 
the Bleſſing which appertain d to it. . 

And Pſal. Ixxxix. 27. I will make him my Firſt-born, higher 
than the Kings of the Earth; that is, ſays Dr. Hammond, the 
moſt glorious ot them; for, literally, David cou!d nor be the 
Firſt-born. 

The literal Tranſlation of this Verſe ſeems plainer to this 
Senſe; Iwill place him (leaving out my ) Firſt-born; that is, 
ſer him in the Station of the Firſt-born, or Eldeſt, make him 
Chief, as in the Chronicles betore-mencion'd ; or Lord, as Iaac 
did Jacob. | 

'Tis faid, Heb. xii. 23. ye are call'd ro the General Aſſembly 
of the Church of che Firſt bon: Muſt this be conſtrued literally | 
of the Church of the Firſt- born, or Eldeſt, as tis in the 8ch Rom. xv1, 
Palm, v. $1. he ſmcte all the Firſt-born in Egypt? No, ſurely; 52 
this is meant, and ſo Dr. Hammond expounds it, of the Apoſtles VI 23. 
and firſt Converts to Chriſtianity; and fo Epenetus is call'd the 
firſt- Fruits of Achaia, thoſe who had the f/?-Fruits of the Spirit. = 

And St. Paul tells us, another Title our Saviour had to this Rom. viii, 
Appellation of Firſt-born, viz. Whom he did fore now, he aljo did 29. 
predeſtinate to be conform d to the Image of his Sn, that he might 
be the Firſt-born among many Brethren : Or, as he is ſtil'd, A235 
Heb.\1.10, in Terms equivalent, the Captain of their Salvation, 
whom, v. 11. he was not aſham'd to call Brethren ; or, as it is Ae. 
Heb. xii. 2. the Author and Finiſher of their Faith, 

To conclude this Point; ſurely there are many figurative 
Expreſſions, which it would be abſurd to conſtrue literally; 

J am the Vine; This is my Body, &c. Nay, ſome Things, which 

are ſaid of Men, cannot be fo taken neither; a new Cr22ture, 

created in Chriſt unto god Works, born again, c. Shall we fay, 

like Nicodemus, Can a Man enter the ſecond Time into his Mother's = 
Womb? To which, and to all ſuch Conſtructions, there necds John in, 
no other Anſwer than what our Saviour gave to him, Art thay 10+ 

a Maſter of Iſrael, and knoweſt not theſe Things? 

There remains but one Text more which you have cited, 

viz. Heb. iii. 2. Who was faithful to him een 

1 in our Tranſlition, appointed h; 

in your Tranſlation, maae wha 

And you ſay, that th? Author to the Hebrews directly affirms, 
© That God made Chriſt, which in the 4th Century was rechon'd (9 
« Heterodox, that this Epiſtle was in ſome Places ſeldom read in 
© Publick;, and that partly out of the Dread of ſuch an Expreſſion ; 
as Poilaſirius aſſures. 
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I have not that Book, ſo can't trace you in this Quotation: 
But I wonder that it was poſſible for any Man to dread this 
Expreſſion or Text; for I will, with great Aſſurance, affirm, 
That the Apoſtle does not ſay that God made Chriſt in your 
Senſe, or in any Senſe, that even an Athanaſian (as you term 
us) will not acknowledge with Foy, and with a full Aſſurance 
of Faith: Bur that you ſhould ſo tranſlate and apply this Text 
to prove the Son of God à Creature, and charge the Apoſtle 
with aſſerting ir expreſsly, I would not have believ'd from any 
Man but your ſelf ; for ſurely never was any Part of the Scrip- 
ture ſo perverted and diſtorted to ſerve a Turn. 

I do agree that mi docs ſignify ro make in your Senſe, 
and you cannot deny that it alſo ſignifies ro appoint or conſtitute ; 
and that it is ſo us'd ſomerimes in Scripture. 


1 Chron. xxvi. 10. 


Vs Father made him Chief. 
Ein au agyayme 


Rev. i. 6. | 
5 Hath made us Kings and Prieſte. 
2 'Erinauv nas Eames Y leres. 


* He ordained Twelve. 
Mark iii. 14. 1 
He br. v. 5. 
Chriſt glrify'd to be made an High Prieſt, 
net himſelf ( Tern9lwas ag gt; 64. 


Which Word nl more ſtrongly denotes making in your 
Senſe, thin m1o>»m ; and yer ſurely no Man will make ſo ridi- 
culous a Conſtruction of any of rhe Texts, as to call them 
Creations, as you would have this 3d Hebr. to be underſtood ; 
which plainly ſigniſies no more than appointing, or, if you 
pleaſe, making him our High-Prieſt ; as will be moſt cvident. 


This Third Chapter begins thus. 
Wherefore, holy Brethren, conſider the Apoſtle and High-Prieſt of 
our Profeſſion Chriſt Feſus, who was Faithful to him that 
ah pointed i | 
made 
Wherefore? denotes an Inference from ſome Premiſſes, and fo 
jeads to the Context, and the foregoing Verſes at the End of 
the ſecond Chapter, viz. 
Foraſmuch then as Children are Partakers of Fleſh and Blood, he 
alſo himſelf took Part of the ſame, that thro Death he might de- 
firoy him, that had the Power of Death, that is, the Devil. 


him. 


For 
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For.— he took on him the Seed of Abraham. Ver.16, 
Wherefore in all Things it behov'd him to be made like unto his 17, 
Brethren, that he might be a merciful and faithful High-Prieſt, 
in Things pertaining to God, to mak? Reconciliation for the Sins of 
the People. 


For in that he himſelf hath ſuffered being tempted, he is able to 18. 
ſuccour them that are tempted, 


Then follows the Third Chapter, Wherefore, holy Brethren, 
. Q&c, as above. | 
You may ſee that the whole Diſcourſe of the Apoſtle relates 
to his human Nature ; He took upon him Fleſh and Blood, and in 
all Things was made like unto his Brethren ; and the Reaſon given 
for it is, That he might be a merciful and faithful High Prieſt in 
Things pertaining to God; and then to offer up himſelf a Sacri- 
fice to make Reconciliation for the Sins of the People : Was ir not 
in this Reſpect, as Man, that he died ? For, ſurely, tis Blaſ- 
phemy ro ſay, that his Godhead dy'd; and yet I know nor 
how you can avoid ir, if you apply your Text to his Divine 
Nature, Was it not, as Man, that he became our High- prieſt? 
Do not you argue from thence againſt Polycarp's and Fuſtin's P. 25. 
calling him Eternal High-Prieſt? Was it not the High-Prieſt that 
was faithful? Tt then he that was faithful was the High-Prieſt , 
if the High-Prieſt was he that dy'd for us; and in order to it, 
took our Fleſh and Blood, and became Man, then it was as ſuch, 
, |}, viz: as Man, that the Apoſtle ſays he was made and conſtituted 
High-Prieſt, who, as St. Paul lays, ever liveth to make Inter- Heb. vii. 
ceſſion for us. 25. | 
I muſt alſo take Notice that he is here ſtil'd Apoſtle too, or 
as the Word ſignifies, Meſſenger : Now he was that Meſſenger 
as Man, to bring us the glad Tidings of Salvation, and to teach | 
us an holy Religion, by which we might obtain it: So that he 
who was made or conſtituted an Apoſtle and High-Prieſt, ma 
alſo be ſaid to be made, becauſe both as an Apoſtle and High- | 
Prieſt he was Man, and was therefore made Man, that he might 1 
be Both. | | 
I have now gone thro' and examin'd your Texts and your 
Teſtimonies ; and, I hope, have ſhewn that the One are eicher 
not applicable to your Purpoſe, or very ſhort of proving what 
you aim at: And for the Other, Tam very ſorry I muſt fay 
you have very groſsly corrupted your Witnefies : Such Evi. 
dence is enough to ſpoil even a good Caule ; but I muſt own 
it is very proper for a bad one, which with ſuch only can, 
with any Colour, be ſupported : Nevertheleſs you do, in a 
very pompous Manner, ſum up your Evidence; bur I can't be 
convinc'd by it; for your Premiſſes do not warraur your Con- * 
cluſion, nor ought I to be carried about and toſs'd to and fro with Gal. iv. 14. 
every Wind of Doctrine by the Sleight of Men; and this Advice is 
repeated, Heb, 13. where after the Apoſtle had in the 8th 
Ver e cold us, that Jeſus Chriſt was the ſame Yeſterday, and to 
D 4 
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Da, and for ever; he adds in the ↄth Verſe, be not carried about 


with ſtrange Doctrines; and Rom. xiii. 17. he prays us to be- 

ware of them that cauſe Diviſidns and Offences contrary to the Do- 

Erine we have learnt. And indeed I wonder that the Proofs, 

which you have produced, could pervert you from the Faith 

Tim. iv. into which you were baptiz'd : But the Spirit expreſsly ſpeaketh, 
Em. that in the latter Times ſome ſhall depart from the Faith; and 
|: he laſt Verſe of the preceding Chaprer tells us, whar that 
aith was, viz The great Myſtery of Godlineſs, God manifeſted 

in the Fleſh, But they who had their Denomination from a 

Prerence of greater Knowledge and clearer Inſight into the 

Myſteries of the Chriſtian Religion than others, were the Nen, 

who moſt corrupted the Doctrines of it by their ſtrange Opi- 

2 Pet. ui. nions; and they were the unſtable who wreſted (or perverted, 


16. or deprav'd ) the Scriptures, which ſurely are profitable for Do- 
E7:cau- Arine and Inſtruction: And 'tis a terrible Threatning pronoun- 
. ced by David to the Adverfaries of Chriſt, and repeated by 
2 Tim. V. St. Paul, Let their Eyes be darkned that they ſee not; and let that 
16. which ſhould have been for their Welfare, become a Stumbling-block, 
Pſal, Ixix. and Occaſion of their Falling, and their Recompence. | 
19. In ſtating the Texts and Teſtimonies on both Sides, you 


Rom. xi. 9. have begun with the Texts cited by Mr. Seaton, and have 
ExavS/z- mention'd moſt, but not all of them: And you have thought 


dr.. tit a ſufficient Anſwer ta inſert your Interpretation of the Terms 
&vTamdo- Eternal, Eternity, by the Words Age and the World, of which 
{as ] have already ſaid what occurr'd to me. 


1 


You have alſo, with a ſeeming Generoſity, added ſome Te- 
ſtimonies from the Fathers, in which alſo you inſert your Con- 
ſtruction of Eternity, and very remarkably in the 8th and grh 
Pages your Author calls Chriſt's Generation &yz2p21, Beginning- 
leſs ; and you help us to underſtand, according ro your Noti- 
on, bur contrary to the Signification of the Word, His Gene- 
ration Only before the Beginning of the World. 
| Then you ſum up all by ſaying, 

P. 9. © Theſe Paſſages out of Euſebius, c. bid the faireſt for a real 
| Eternity of the Son; yer 'cis plain from other Pailages, that 
© all of them were utterly againſt a proper Eternity ot the Son, 

© as we ſhall ſee hereafter, 

By which laſt Words I ſuppoſe you mean your Quotations 
on the other Side. Theſe I have examin'd, and will, with 
ſome Confidence, affirm, that you have by no Means made 
good your Aſſertion; and ſince you ſay, that, theſe are the 

i principal Original Texts and Teſtimonies which concern the impor- 
Fe tf * tant Subject before us, I might venture to leave the Matter 
here, and ſay to you, in your own Words, p. 37. If you will 
ſoberly review only your own Evidence, and ſtate it fairly, with- 
out putting Words into your Witneſſes Mouths, and make 4 
juſt Conſtruction of your Quotations + I might appeal to you, 
ſappoſing you had no Biaſs, Whether yau can in Conjcience perſiſt 


" 


51 1 


in the Opinion that our Saviour is but a Creature, ſo contrary to 
the Original Chriſtian Religion? Nay, I will add, fo contrary 
ro all the Predictions of the Prophets, the Interpretation of 
many Texts by the Learned Jews themſelves, and rhe Expe- 
Ration of the Jewiſh Nation of what their Meſſiah was to be, 
viz. the Word of God, the Sin of God, God equal with the Fa- 
ther. And for this I have the Authority of your great Eujebi- 
5, Which I have already cited, (whom you ſay none of the 
Learned will any more pretend that he was an Athanaſian; and 
therefore he can't be charg'd by you with Partiality to our Do- 
ctrine :) He ſays, that the Hebrew Oracles ſtile him the Word 
of God, God of God, as we Chriſtians are taught to ſpeak of 
him; and for Proof quotes ſome Paſſages our of Moſes and 
David, and that the Fews applied to him even the incommunica- 
ble Name ſehovah: And I hope by further Evidence and full 
Proofs to make good che following Propofitions, which com- 
prehend what I have to ſay upon this Subject. 


1. That many Paſſages in the Old Teſtament, which were 
ſpoken as of God, were interpreted by the Learned Fews them- 
ſelves of the Word of God in the higheſt Senſe ; notwithſtanding 
what you ſay, p. 25. (without producing any Evidence for it) 
s that the ancient Chriſtians never loo d upon them as true of the 
Son himſelf, but of the Father only. 

2. - the predict ions of the Meſſiah make him to be Eter- 
nal Grd, 

3. That the ewe had this Notion of their Meſſi ab. 


4. That the Scriptures of the New Teftament cxpreſsly de- 
clare him to be lo, 


Which when I have done, I hope I ſhall free my ſelf from 
your Sufp'cion which you inſinuate, that I have a Baſs in this 
Queſtion, meaning, I preſume, the Prejudice of Education; 
tor which, indecd, I daily bleſs the good Providence of God, 
and hope by his Grace ſhall never caſt off that ff Faith, bur 
rather be ſtrengthen d in it by that hh Spirit, which hath fur- 
niſh'd to me in the Scriptures, and enabled me in ſome Mea- 
ſure to give, many Reaſons tor it. 

Tho' I may n, as in Controverſies at Law, he that will ſue 
me for my Foſſeſſion, muſt firſt make out his own Title, before 
I need produce any Evidence for mine; fo fince we are in boſ- 
ſeſſion of this Doctrine for which I conrend, and this poſſeſſi- 
on has been for 1709 Years, therefore till you have made ap- 
pear the Truth ot yours, by better Proots than you have hi— 
therto produced, which yer you ſay are the beſt you have 
there can be no great Occaſion, much leſs have you any Right 
to demand of me, to confirm, by any Teſtimonies, our Con- 
feſſion of that Faith, on which Chriſt has founded his Church 
againſt which the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail, l 


But 


P. 38. 
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But before I proceed, I defire to ſay ſomething to the Claim 
you make to the Septuagint Verſion, from whence, you ay, 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles a/ways quoted the Old Teſtament. 

That their Quotations were generally from the Septuag int 
Tranſlation, I do not deny; much leſs will I deny the Autho- 
rity of chat Tranſlation, eſpecially of thoſe Places referred to 
in thoſe Quotations : But that their Quotations were always 
out of chat Tranſlation, I believe, when you think again, you 
will not ſo peremptorily aſſert, becauſe there are Inſtances to 
the contrary. 

And you cannot deny, but that tis only a Tranſlation, and 
therefore cannot be more authentick than the Original Hebrew , 
nay, as the Author of the Prologue to Eccleſiaſticus ſays, * it 
© muſt come ſhort of ſome Words ; for the ſame Things utter'd in 
© Hebrew, and tranſlated into another Language, have not the 
© ſame Force in them; and not only theſe Things, but the Law and 
* the Prophets (or Prophecies ) have no (mall Difference when they 
© are ſpoken in their own Language, And I will add, that there 
is one very material Word in Hebrew, which cannot be expreſs'd 
Ly any Word in any other Language; and as there are Idioms 
in every Language, ſo the Tranflation muſt be underſtood in 
that Senſe in Which the Original is taken; and tho' our Savi- 
our quoted the Greek Verſion, yet he did not ſpcak in the 
Greek Tongue; and the Jews took what he ſaid, in the Senſe 
in which they underſtand their own Text, as will be manifeſt 
by and by : And the Apoſtles who had the Gitr of Tongues, 
deliver'd their Doctrines, which they receiv'd from him, in 
plain Words, ſuch as their Hearers underſtood, and as ſu „ as 
the Myſteries of our Salvation could be expreſs'd ; and there 
may be very good Reaſon why our Saviour and they chuſe to 
refer to the S-ptuagint, to wit, becaule the Gee was then the 
moſt common Language, and which even the Fews themlclves 
by their Diſpertion had learnt, aud many of them had ob- 
rain'd the Name of Gees or Helleniſts, and us'd the Septuagint 
Tranſlation; and fince the Gentile World, as well as the Fews, 
were to be converted to the Faith in Chriſt, it was proper to 
refer them to the Writings of Moſes and the Prophets which 
teftify'd of him, in the Language which they underſtood, But 
ſurely this was not ſetting aſide the Hebrew Bible; for if the 
Scriptures were given by Inſpiration of Gad, and holy Men of God 


(pake as they were mou d by the Holy Ghoſt ; then ſurely thoſe 


who originally writ in Mbrem, were at leaſt as much inſpir'd 
as the LXXII Tranflacors of their Writings ; nay, if the 
LXXII had been enabled by the Holy Spirit to tranſlate ex- 
actly and literally, yer if what was ſo tranſlated was not writ- 
ren by Inſpiration, the Tranſlation, tho* made by Inſpiration, 
could not make it to be of Divine Authority, 


I do 
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T do not ſay this, that I pretend to the leaſt Knowledge of 
the Hebrew Tongue; but I have learnt ſome Things from Au- 
thors who did, which I may have had, and may have Occa- 
ſion to mention in What follows, 


And ſo I proceed to my Propoſitions. 


Firſt, That many Paſſages in the Old Teſtament, which were 
ſpoken as of God, were interpreted by the Learned Fews of 
the Word of God inthe higheſt Senſe, 


"The Lord ſaid. 


Whom the Lord knew 
Face to Face. 


Moſes went up unto 
God. 


Twill eftabliſh my Co- 
venant between 
Me and Thee. 


If God will be with 
me, then ſhall the 
Lord be my God. 


I am He, and there 
is no God beſidos 
me. I kill, &c. 


—__ t: . — _— 


Arab. Ver ſion. 
Deus allocutus eſt 
eum ſine medio. 


Arab. Ver ſion. 

Ad Angelam Dei. And 
this is ſo intrepre- 
ted by St. Stephen, 
Acts 7. 38. 


Chald. Paraph. 


Chald. Paraph. 
Servus meusChriſtus 
quem elegi. 


| 


| 


The Word of the Deut. 
Lord ſaid, | 838 


Who knew the Word 10. 
of the Lord talk- 
ing with him, 


Moſes went up into Exo. 19. 3. 
the Preſence of the 
Word of God. 


I will eftabliſh my 17. 7. 
Covenant between my 
Word and Thee, 


If the Word of the Gen. 28. 
Lord be with me, 20, 21. 
then tho Word of 
the Lord ſhall be 
my God, 


Deu.32.39 


The Word 
1 Iſa. 43. 10. 


Lord ſaid, I am 
He, who was, and 
is, and is to come, 
and there is no 
other God beſides 
me. I kill, &c. 


And manv more, which you will find in Dr. Huminonds Com- 
ment on the New Teſtamenr, and in Biſhop Patrick and Bithop 


Kiddor. 


I find in Exel. i. 24. As the Voice of the Al mighty: This is o- 


mitted in the common Impreſſions of the Septuagint Bible, bur 


ought to be inſerted; for in the Polyglot Bible, I find ir in the 
Hebrew, Chaldee Paraphraie, Syriac and Arabich, Vocem Saddai, 
welut vocem omnipotentis , vocem Domini quaf: vocem Dei po- 
tentiſſimi ſufficientiſſimi, Theodorert : ©; guyir Ss ond cli. 


and 
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and in ſome Copies ws gwryiy d nd Pat tyavs: Which ac- 
cording to the Septuagint is, pwviv 78 A&ys: So that what in 
the above-mention'd Places was in the Original, God, and fo 
render'd by the LXXII, but render'd as above, the Word of 
God ; here in this Paflage in Ezek. which is in all the Lan- 
guages render'd God Almighty, is according to the LXXII, the 
Voice of the x0 , the Word of God. 

I preſume it will not be deny'd, that by the Angel of the co- 
venant, and the Angel of his Preſence, the Meſſiah was underſtood 
by the Fews, and now alfo by all Chriſtians : Let us ſee then 
whar 15 ſaid of this Angel. 

Exod, iii. The Angel of the Lord appeared unto Moſes in a Flame of 
2. Fire out of the Buſh: And in the 4th Verſe, he is ſtil'd, God 
K:ez©- (the Lord) and in the 6th Verſe he ſays, I am the God of thy 
Se- Father, the God of Abraham. 
1 Behold I fend an ( ps my) Angel before thee Obey 
Seeg. his Voice, for he will not pardon your Tranſgreſſions; for my Name 
Exod. is in him, that is, he is God : For my Name implies and figni- 
Xxxili. 20, fies Eſſence, as Deut. xxviii. 58. That thou may ſt fear this glorious 
21. and fearful Name, the Lord thy God. And ſo Fſal. xx. 1. The 
Name of the God of Jacob defend thee, that is, God defend thee ; 
for the Name of God was nor like an Amuler, or Charm, as 
ſome ſuperſtitious ems uſed their Phylacteries, to keep them 
from Hurt. And ſo expreſly, Exod. iii. 13. What is his Name? 
v. 14. I am that I am. And ſo our Saviour ſays, Fohn xiv. 11. 
T am in the Father, and the Father in me ; and, who can forgive 
Sins but God? Mark 11. 7. 
Bp. Kid- And Maimonides explains this Text to be meant of the Pro- 
der. pbet, Deut. xviii. 15. that was to be rais'd like unto Moſes ; and 
Malachi calls him the Meſſenger of the Covenant, Chap. iii. 1. 
and St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. x. 9. and Heb. iii. 9. it was Chriſt, who 
| was tempted in the Wilderneſs. 
Gen, xviii. Of the Angels which appeared to Abraham, one was the An- 
2. gel of the Covenant, and he is all, along ſtil'd the Lord; and in 
Exodus the uſt Verſe, the LXXII. render the Lord, 6 Scòs, God. 
xxxiii. 14. My Preſence ſhall go with thee, (ſays God to Moſes, in An- 
Aus ſwer to him, who, v. 12. had ſaid, Thou haſt not let me know 
mesmed- whom thou wilt ſend with me; and this is render'd by the 
onwer gs LXXII, I my ſelf, (God) will go before thee, | 
Iſa. Ixiii. 9. The Angel of his Preſence ſaved them: This the LXXII render 
O e very elegantly, not a Meſſenger, nor an Angel, but he (God) 
ous 8fs himſelf ſaved them. 
E Ne- How is it poſſible to interpret this eſpecially, (or indeed any 
4 aus of the foregoing Texts) as of a Perſon repreſenting and per- 
£9@ozy ay- ſonating the Father, (as you ſay p. 25.) in ſpight of even the 
T 650 negative Words, not a Meſſenger, not an Angel, but he himſelf ? © 
1 ſhall mention but one more, and that is Gen, Xxii. The 
Command to Abraham to ſacrifice Tſaac was from God. v. 1. 
and v. 11. The Angel of the Lord call d to him out of Heaven; and, 
v. 12. 
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vi. 12. ſaid, Lay not thy Hand upon the Lad; for now I Ino that 
thou feareſt God, ſeeing that thou haſt not with-held thy Son from 
Me. This muſt be the Angel of the Covenant; for the not with- 
holding his Son from Me, muſt be from him who v. 1. gave 
him the Command, and whom by ſo doing he ſhew'd thar he 
fear'd, viz, God. And v. 14. The Angel of the Lord call'd to 
Abraham a ſecond time, and ſaid, By My elf have I ſworn, Cc. 
And the Apoſtle, Heb. vi. 13. gives the Reaſon of it, viz. be- 

. cauſe he could ſwear by no greater than himſelf ; and there- 
fore he, this Angel of the Covenant, muſt be equal with the Su- 
preme God: And ſo Abraham, v. 14. calls the Name of that Place 
by the Name of the Supreme God, Fobhovah. jireb. 


Secondly, The Predictions of the Meſſiah make him to be Eter- 
nal God, | 
I think we are agreed, that there is no God beſides the Lord, Ifa. xlv. 3. 
and that he will not give his Glory unto another; for before me, Xlil 8. 
ſays God, was no God form d, neither ſhall be after me; I, even xliil. 10. 
J am the Lord, and beſides me there is no Saviour : If then I can 11. 
ſhew, that the incommunicable Name of God is given to the 
Meſſiah, that he is ſtil'd the Lord and God, and that the Eſ- 
ſential Attributes of God are predicated of him, I ſhall ſufficiently 
make good my Propoſition. 
; Some of the Texts which I have mention'd under my Firſt 
Head, are alſo Proofs of this Second, and having had Occa- 
ſion to mention others in this Letter, and ſeveral having been 
cited by Mr. Seaton, I ſhall here take notice but of ſome few 
more. = 
God faid, Let us make Man, &c. Juſtin Martyr urges this to Ce. i. 26: 
Trypho to the ſame Purpoſe for which I now cite ir, and treats 
the ewe Anſwers to it very contemptuouſly, as I obſerv'd be- | 
fore; and Biſhop Patrick quotes Epiphanius tor ſaying, that this | 
was underſtood by all the ancient Chriſtians ro denote a Plura- | 
lity of Perſons in the Deity ; and that the Fews, who would 
evade it, do it in a moſt ridiculous Manner, and therefore no 
Chriſtian ſhould imitate them; nor ſhould you contradi& your | 
Euſebius, and your own Quotation, p. 35. out of Treneus: The | | 
firſt ſays in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſt. p. 6. that the Words in this 
0 Text of Geneſis, were ſpoken to Chriſt , and the /aft ſays they 
were ſpoken to the Son and Holy Spirit, And this Conſtruction 
of chis Text is very well ſupported by St. John i. 3. A!l Things 
were made by him, and without him (s 4urs, ſeparately from 
him ) was not any Thing made ; cherefore not as the Inſtrument 
which the Father us'd in creating all Things, but as united 
with him in that Act ot Omnipotence ; and therefore he was God 
equally with the Father, who wanted not the Help of a Crea- 
ture to exert his Power, or to eaſe him, as of a Burden, in 
exerciſing it; and as it is ſaid, Rev. iv. 11. of Almighty God, 
Thou haſt created all Things, aud for thy Pleaſure they are and 


were 
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were created; ſo it is ſaid alſo of the Son, Col. 1. 16. All Things 
were created by him and for him. 

Iſa. xl. 9. Say unto the Cities of Judah, Behold your God: The whole 
Context ſhews that this was ſpoken of the Meſſiah; as is alſo, 
Iſa. liv.s. Thy Maker is thy Husband, the Lord of Hoſts is his Name; 
and thy Meſſenger the Holy One of Iſrael ; the God of the whole 


Earth ſhall he be called. 
Exod.6.3. I appeared to Abraham by the Name of God Almighty : 
but by my Name Jehovah was I not known to him. 

It is to be obſerv'd, that Fehovah is here, and in other Places 
of Scripture, render'd by the LXXII, W-, the Lord; fo 
that where U, the Lord, is apply d in the Old Te ſtament 
to the ieſſi ab, it ought to be taken in the higheſt Senſe, or elſe 
the LXXII ſhould have found ſome other Way of expreſſing 
Fehovah, ſince there is no one Word in any Language that 
comes up to the full Signification of it; for it denotes the Eſ- 

ence of God, viz. that is, was, and ir to come; and is ſo pecu- 
In the Sep- liar to the Great God, Cas in Pſal. Ixxxiii. 18. whoſe Name alone 
ruagint, js ſehovah) that the Fews, out of a ſuperſtitious Reverence, 
xvetC» think it unlawful to pronounce it. 

But this holy Name is apply'd to the Meſſiah, and therefore 

, he muſt be Ged. | 

Jer. xxiii. Thijs is the Name by which he ſhall be called, The Lord, or Je- 
6G.  hovah, our Righteouſneſs : In the Septuagint tis, Foſedec among 
TemT the Prophets. This cannot be properly a Name, for it is not 
0v0449. ane given to the Meſſiah in the Old and New Teſtament : ſo it muſt 
t x94474 be underſtood according, to the Signification of the Word; as 
«vw R Immanuel, in St. Matth. i. and Iſa. vii. 14. was not literally the 
e- lw&%- Name of our Saviour, but to denote what he was, God with us; 
MA oy TUS and in like manner, as Fehovah, to avoid pronouncing the Word 
@e5cuT+» it ſelf was ſometimes pronounced i and Sedec, ſignifying in 

Hebrew, Fuſtice or Righteouſneſs ; two dx is as much as to lay, 

Zehovah our Righteouſneſs. 
Jer. x11, And ſo he again is ſtil'd, The Lord ( and in the Margin, Feho- 
16, | wah ) our Righteouſneſs : This is left out of the Septuagint, as is 

all in that Chapter from the 13th Verſe excluſive. | 

In theſe Chapters he is alſo call'd, The Righteous Branch, the 
Branch of Righteſneſs ; which in the Septuagint is &vaman, as 
alſo in Luke i. 78. and render'd, The Day-ſpring ; ſuitable where- 
unto they alſo tranſlate Iſa. iv... (which in our Bibles is, The 
Branch of the Lord ſhall be beautiful and ghorious ) S- Les, 
ſhall ſhine : And what this Branch, or Day-/pring was, the LX XII 
tell us, viz. God; for the Words in their Tranſlation are, &H- 
AH es 6 dds, Gad ſhall ſhine, 


Thirdly, The Fews had this Notion of their Ateſſiah, That he 
was to be the Son of God, and as ſuch, equal with God. 


Now 
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Now if the Prophecies amount to this, (as they do) then 

I might conclude, that they who believ'd their Prophets, muſt 
4 had this Notion: But it will appear very plainly Fact; 
or 0 | 

When the High Prieſt had ſolemnly adjur'd our Saviour, 
Matt. xxvi. 63. Tell us whether thou be the Chriſt the Son of 
God ? This very Queſtion implies, that they expected the Son 
of God to be their Chriſt, or Meſſiah ; but further, he anſwer'd, 
Thou haſt ſaid, or as St. Mark relates it, c. xiv. 61.T am; hereafter 
ye ſhall ſee the Son of Man ſitting on the Right Hand of Power, 
&c. ( that is, judging the World, ) as he ſays, Matt. xvi. 21. and 
Ch. xxiv. 30, 31. which was underſtood by the Jews to be the 
Office of the Son of God, as is plain by Luke xxii. 69, 70. for 
upon his ſaying, Hereafter ſhall the Son of Man ſit on the Right 
Hand of the Power of God: Then ſaid all, art thou then the Son 
of God? Upon this Anſwer of our Saviour, the High Prieft 
cries out, He hath ſpoken Blaſphemy; which could not be, un- 
leſs what he had ſaid were an Aſſertion of his being God; and 
the Jews told Pilate, Fohn xix. 7. We have a Law, and by that 
Law he ought to die, becauſe he made himſelf the Son of God, 
i. e. God, or elſe they had no ſuch Law. wi 

The aboveſaid Queſtion of the High Prieſt ſhews, as J have 
ſaid, the Opinion they had of their Meftah; which is yer 
plainer, as it is related by St. Luke, Ch. xxii. 67. where the 
Queſtion is put ſingly, Art thou the Chriſt? And upon our Sa- 
viour's Anſwer, they make the Inference by their Second 
Queſtion, Art thou then the Son of God? 

And that they underſtood that the Sm of God was God 
equal to God, is plain by Fohn v. 18. The Jews ſought to kill 
him, becauſe he (aid, God was his Father, making himſelf equal 
with God. And ſo again, John x. 30, 33. he calling God his 
Father, they would have ſtoned him, becauje thou being a Man, 
makeſt thy ſelf God. 

So John i. 45. When Philip had told Nathanael, that he had 
found him of whom Moſes and the Prophers had wrote, and 
Nathanael being convinced of it, cries out, Thou art the Son of 
God. 

And ſo ſaid Martha, Fohn xi. 27. Thou art Chriſt the Son 
© of God, which ſhould come into che World. 

And fo ſaid St. Peter, Matt. xvi. 16. and Fohn vi. 69. Thou 
© art Chriſt, the Son of the Living God. Upon which our Savi- 
our commands them, at the 2orth Ver. to tell no Man that he 
was Jeſus the Chriſt, or Meſſiah ; which ſhews that the Sn of 
Cd and Meſſiah, were Characters (in the Opinion of the Fews, 
from rhe higheſt to the loweſt ) denoring the ſame Perſon un- 
der different Reſpects, which our Saviour thus confirms, and 
further, he tells eter, Iſt, that it © was his Father which is 
in Heaven, who had reveal d this to him; and 2dly, Thar © upon 
this Roch, (vi. this Confeſſion of Faith) he would build his 

| 4 Church, 
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© Church, and the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt it. And 
therefore let them, who deny this Faith, take care that they 
are not undermining this Rock, this Church o/ God, and Chriſti- 
Acts v. 39. anity it ſelf, againſt which all the Powers of Darkneſs ſhall not 


prevail, leſt they be found to fight againſt God. And furcher, as 
our Saviour ſays, John viii. 24. If ye believe not that J am he, 
Cor Tam ) ye ſhall die in your Sins: A dreafful Threatning, and 
ſhould be confidered by every Man. 

The very Objections which the Jews made to our Saviour, 
imply this their Opinion of the Meſſiah : For, ſay they, John 
vii. 27, When Chriſt cometh, no Man knoweth whence he is; that, 
is, in the Words of 1/a- liii. 8. Who can declare his Generation? 


which is ſpoke of the Meſtah. And ſo, As viii. 57 Philip 
e 


ex pounds it to the Eunuch: And that both T/aiah and the Fews 
meant his Generation, as he was the Son of God, is plain, be- 


Eccl. Hiſt. cauſe as the Meſſiah was the Sin of Man, they did know that 


J. 10. 2. 
P- 5. 


| P. 25. 


he was to be the Son of David, ver. 42. of this Chapter, and 
Mat. xxii. 42. And thus Euſebius underſtands and applics 
this Text to his Generation, which no Words can expreſs. 
Again, John xii. 34. We have heard ont of our Law, that 
Chriſt abiaeth for ever; alluding to Pſal. cx. 4. Thou art à Prieſt 
for ever after the Order of Melchiſedec ; which, by the way, 
ſhews rheir Conſtruction of this Text; for it was objected by 
the ems to our Saviour for ſaying, that the Son of Man muſt be 
lift up: Tho' you ſay, that tho* Afelchiſedec is ſaid to have nei- 
tber Beginning of Days, nor End of Life, when he is repreſented 
© as a Tyje of Chriſt's earlieſt Origin and lateſt Duration; yet this 
© is certainly without the leaſt Pretence of a proper Eternity. Sure- 
ly this Text ſhews at leaſt his Eternal Duration, as the afore- 
mention'd Text, John vii. 27. and having no Beginning of Days, 
ſhews his Eternal Generation and Exiſtence; and if having no 
Beginning of Days does not mean this, then having no End of 
Lije, does not fignify his Everlaſting Duration : And as by your 
Expreſſion, Earlieſt Origin, you mean that our Saviour had a 
Beginning; fo that of his lateſt Duration ſeems to imply, that he 
is to have an End, tho' you dare not in Terms ſay ſo. Bur 


Heb. vii. 3. what could the Apoſtle mean by adding to that Text, But made 


A enn 
5G. 


like to the Son of God, fave only that as the Son of God had 
neither Beginning nor End, which is properly being Eternal, fo 
Melchiſedec, that he might be a Type of him, is repreſented as 
one, of whoſe Deſcent or Pedigree, Which was his Beginning, and 
of whoſe Death or End, no Account was given in Scripture, or 
could be given, | | 

It is no Objection to what J have faid upon this Head, That 
the ewe expected their Meſſiab ſhould eſtabliſh a Temporal 
9 in this World: For the greater he was, the more ca- 
pable he was of doing it; ard they (who had at firſt been 
under a Theocracy, which, by their de ſiring a King, they re- 
jected, and which was the Foundation of their Sin in —_ 

Li one 
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one) h to be again reſtored to that happy State under pfal. xIvil 


the irreſiſtible Power of the Word of God, who was to ſubdue all 


Nations under his Feet, and to have the Heathen for his Inheritance, 3** _.. 2 
and the utmoſt Parts of the Earth for his Poſſeſſion. And even — 8. 


ſome Chriſtians, the Millenarians, by miſinterpreting ſome 
Texts of Scripture, expected our Saviour to reign with his 
Saints 1000 Years upon Earth; and the very Apoſtles them- 
ſelves, who had fully acknowledged his Divinity, had yer 
Thoughts and Hopes of an Earthly Kingdom even juſt before his 


Aſcenſion. Wilt thou at this Time reſtore again the Kingdim to Acts i. 6, 


Tfrael? 


Fourthly, The Scriptures of the New Teſtament expreſsly 
declare our Saviour to be God in the higheſt Senſe, 

The Texts which I have already cited in this Letter do abun- 
dantly ſhew this Truth; and this is ſo large a Field, that 1 
will not pretend to mention them all; bur ſome I will add, to 
aſſert and make good my Propoſition. 

Mat. i. 23. An Angel from Heaven tells Joſeph, that his 
* Name ſhall be called Immanuel, which being interpreted, is 
© God wich us, as had been foretold by Iſaiah, Chap. vii. 14. 

Lake ii. 11, Cc. A Multitude of Angels declare him to che 
© Shepherds to be Chriſt the Lord. | 

Twice was this confirm'd by a Voice from God himſelſ, that 
© This is my beloved Son, Matt. iii. 16, 17. and Ch. xvil. 5. in 
which laſt there is added a Command to the Three Apoſtles, 
Hear ye him. | 


Let us therefore hear what he ſays of himſelf, for they are Deut.xvii', 


the Words of no leſs than Almighty God, and what thoſe a po- 
rms inſtructed from Heaven and taught of God, do ſay of 
im. 
John iv. 26. He tells the Woman of Samaria, that he is the 


Meſſiah. 
John ix. 35. And to the blind Man, that he is the Son of 


Jobn viii. 12. And to the Jews, that he is the Light of the 
World, as is ſaid of God, 1 John i. 5. 

Jobn vi. 38. That he came down from Heaven. 

John vi. 33. That he giveth Life to the World. 

John xvi. 28. That he came forth from the Father, &c. 

And how the Diſciples underſtood this, is plain by their An- 
ſwer, viz. 

Fohn xvi- 29. Lo now thou ſpeakeſt plainly, now we are ſure 
that thou knoweſt all things: And 

Jobn xvi. 30. We believe that thou cameſt forth from God. 

[ have already mention'd his Aſſertions of his own Divinity 
before the High Prieſt in ſuch Terms, as would be BIaſphe my 
ro any but the Great God. And 

John xvi. 24. If ye believe not that I am, ye ſhall die in your 
Sins. E | John 


18, 19. 


John xii, 


49, 59» 
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John viii. 28. When you Fave lift wp the Son of Man, ye ſhall 
now that lam. Oo 5 | r 0G 
3. (In exprefs afferrory Terms) Before Abra, 
r E 
This is the pecu har Name by which Gcd declar'd himfelf ro 
Moſes, Exod: iii. 13. and is repeated by God, Deut. xxxii. 39. 
And cheſe Expreffions of our Saviour are the very ſame that 
Almigh ty God uſes , Ia. xi. 10. that ye may know and believe 
me, awd underſtand that I am: Before me there was no God form'd, 
neither ſhall there be after . | | 
„ Jug 3 Join x. 24. When the Jews complaining, ſaid, How long toeſt 
, a. thou make us to doubt, (or, as in the Margin of our Bibles, hold 
(as. us in Suſpence?) if Thou be Chriſt, tell us plainly ; and he does, 
us uy v. 30. I and my Fatfer vre one, ey; not one Perſon, but one in 
ou, raize Eſſence And ſo the Jews underſtood him; impuring therefore 
„ Exve. to him Bla/phemy, and taking up Stones to ſtone him for it. 
tions Nevertheleſs I may, perhaps, be told TW- O Things, That 
the this is interpreted One in wer; and that when the Jews un- 
„ really derſtood by it, v. 33. that he made himſelf God; our Savicur, 
Mett v. 34. Cc. makes, as it were, an Excuſe for that Expreſſion, 
nne oo lay irg. Is it not written, I have ſaid ye are Gods, c. 0M 
11. Nov, if it be to be underſtood One in Power, ( tho the Fews 
took it otherwiſe,) it will neceſſarily follow, that he is One in 
Efſ*nce too. For what are the Works. which are there men- 
tiond, and which he did in his Father's Name, and which te- 
ſtify'd of him, v. 25? no leſs than v. 28. I give unto them Eter. » 
nal Life; which ſurcly God only can do; for though our Savi- 
cur is appointed to judge the World. yet, as a Fudge, he can't 
be ſaid to give Eternal Life is the Gift of God, Rom. vi. 23. 
Beſides, if he be One in Power, he muſt be Omnipotent, which 
of all che divine eſſcutia! Attributes, dots moſt denore Got ; 
and there can't be Two Omnipotents diſtin in Effence, any 
more than Two Gods. 
And as to the Excuſe, it may be faid to be an Anſwer ad 
hominem, with a juſt Reproof of them; but he did not reft 
there, and leave them to think he meant no more, for v. 37, 
33. he adds, If I d not the Works of my Father, believe me not; 
but if I do, tho ye beljeve not me, believe the Works, that ye 
may know and believe that the Father is in me, and I in Him: 
And that che Pews did certainly then underſtand that he 
made hinifelf God, the following Verſe ſhews, for they again 
ſonght to take him, as at the firſt they attempted, to ſtone him. 
And c. Xxii. 45. He that ſeeth me, ſeeth him that ſent me; 
and c XiIv. 7. If ye had known me ye ſhould have known my Fa- 
ther alſo, and from henceforth ye have known and ſeen him: And 
repears it again to Philip, reproaching him or asking him to 
| thew them the Father, faying.” Have I been o long with you, and 
yet haſt thou not known me? He that hath ſe:n me hath ſeen the 
Father; and hom ſayeſt thou then, She w-us the Father? | 
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Surely therefore, I may ſay, as our Saviour concludes the 
Account he ſends of himfelt ro Fobn Baptiſt, Matt. xi. 6. Bleſ- 
ſed is he whoſoever ſhall not be offended in me ; for as the Apoſtle 
lays, 2 Cor. iv. v. 3, 4. If our Goſpel be hid, it is hid to (or in, 
) them that are loſt ; which Expreſſion, in, ſeems to intimate 
that it muſt be wj/ſul Ignorance ; ſo glorious (as he adds) is 
the Light of it. | 

I might add what he did in his own, Name, as a further 
Evidence of his Divinity, viz. | 

Forgiving of Sins; giving the Holy Ghoſt ; working ſuch Mira- 
cles as never were wrought before, viz. in his own Name, and 
giving to others Power to do the like. and greater in his Name, 
riſing or raiſing himſelf from the Dead; receiving divine Worſhip, 
fuch as is due to God alone: All which are aſſerted ot and by 
him, as is evident by plain Texts of Scriprure, which I do 
not quote, becauſe I believe they are known to you, and 
cannot be deny'd. 

So that ſor the Divinity of our Saviour, we have had the 

Teſtimony of God the Father, who will not give his Glory to ano- 
ther, and is the God of Truth, and cannot lie; and of Fejus Chriſt 
himſelf, the Son of God, a Teacher of Righteouſneſs, who would 
not be even a god Man, if he taught a falle and blaſphemous 
Doctrine. I ſhall now proceed to give you che Teſtimony ot 
the Holy Ghoſt, the Spirit of Truth, by viſible Aftions and by 
ſpeaking in the Apoſtles, who have left us this Doctrine upon 
Record in their Writings : And then I may conclude, as St. 
John ſays, 1 John v. 10. He that believeth not God, hath made 
bim a Lyar, becauſe he believeth not the Record that God gave of 
his Son. 
' John i. 32, &c. John Baptiſt ſaw the Spirit of God deſcending 
upon him like a Dove, and, He, who ſent him to baptixe, ſaid, Up- 
on whom thou ſhalt ſee the Spirit deſcending and remaining on him, 
the ſame js he, which baptizeth with the Holy Ghoſt ; and he 
bare Record that This is the Son of God. 


And as no Man can ſay that Jctus Chriſt is th? Lord but by the 1 Cor. Xii. 
Holy Ghoſt, and that all the Apoſtles were filled with the Holy 3. 
Ghoſt, and had the Advantage of attending him trom the Acts ii. 4. 
beginning of his Miniſtry, and ot being Eve-Witneſſes of his Ma- Ads i. 21. 
jeſty, and to have ſeen and heard many things, which are not 2 Pet. i. 1 
recorded in the Goſpels, and to have had the Scriptures John xx. 
expounded to them by Chriſt himſelf after his Re urrection; and 21. XXI. 25. 
that it was given to them to know the Ah) ſteries of the Kingdom of Luk. xxiv. 
Heaven; and that St. Paul, in Particular, was iu a miraculous 27. 
Manner taught by Chriſt from Heaven, and was an Apoſtle not Luk. iv. 10. 
of Men, neither by Man, but by Jetus Chriſt, and God the Acts ix.— 
Father. Surely the Teſtimony of fuch Wirnelles is much more 1 Tim. i. 1. 
valuable than thoſe which you have produced; tho' you had Gal. i. 1. 
never fo faithfully and fairly repreſented what your Authors 12. 


lay. For thoſe are the Teſtimonies of the Holy Ghoft, which 
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ſpake in them; and what they writ, St. John c. xx. 31. ſays, 
was for this Purpoſe, that ye may believe that Jeſus is the Chriſt, 
the Son of God. | 

Col. i. 19. It pleas'd the Father that in him ſhould all Fulneſs 
dwell (or all Fulneſs was pleasd to dwell in him) even all the 
Fulneſs of the Godhead, Col. ii. 9. as our Saviour had faid, 
John xiv. 10. The Father that du elleth in me; not by a Commu- 
nication of the Holy Spirit, as God may be ſaid to have dwelt in 
the Prophets and ApofSes, and indeed in every good Man, whoſe 
Bodies are the Temples of God ; for God gave not the Spirit by 
Meaſure to him; nor much leſs in Clouds and Ceremonies, as the 
Glory of God between the Cherubims, term'd Shechina, the Ha- 
birarion or Dwelling of God, but eſſentially. But having men. 
tion'd and faid ſomething of this Text before, when ] conſi- 
derd your Quotation of the 15th Verſe of this Chapter, 
this may ſuffice. 

John i. 14. We beheld the Glory, as of the only- begotten of the 
Father : Which Phraſe is often repeared in Scripture, and muſt 
ſignify more than that Chriſt was, as truly others are the Sons of 
God, as being created by him; tho' you make created and be- 
gotten equivalent Expreſſions ; and if they were, he could not 
be call'd, the onh- begotten: Which Word Only ſufficiently 
diſtinguiſhes and denores him emphatically the Son, as is ſaid by 
St. Paul, Heb. i. 2. God hath ſpoken to us, & dd, By the Son 
The Sm by eternal Generation, and equal to the Father; as 1 
have ſhewn already by the Scriptures, and by ſeveral Quota- 
tions out of the Authors you rely upon. 

2 Pet. iii. 12. Looking fer the Coming of the Day of God. That 
this was ſpoken of the Day of Judgment; and that the Day of 
Judgmenr is in Scripture calld the Day of the Lord Feſus, is ma- 
nifeſt both by the other Parts of this Chapter, and ſeveral 
other Places: And here St. Peter expreſsly ſtiles him God; and 
ſo does St. Paul, 1 Tim. iii. 16, God manifeſt in the Heſb; and 
Tit. ii. 10. God our Saviour; and v. 13. the great God and our Sa- 
viour: 1 John v. 10. We know that the Son of God js come, and 
hath given us an Underſtanding, that we may know him that is 
true; and we are in him that is true, even in his Son Jeſus Chriſt, 
This (sir, this Perſon ) is the true God, 

I have in a former Part of this Letter mention'd Hebr. i. 3. 
There is another Text, Phil. ii. 6. of the like Import; but more 
plain and expreſs, as I have before alſo obſerv'd : Chriſt Feſas, 
who being in the Form of God, thought it not Robbery ( a taking 
to himſelf what did not belong to him, or he had no right to ) to be 
equal with God; i. e. God : Now being in the Form of God can- 
not as I ſaid before of the Image of his Perſan, be underſtood 
as if he were only a Repreſentation of God, and that he was 
not really and truly God, as is plain by the tollowing Words ; 


i He rook upon him the Form of a Servant, and was made in the 
Likeneſs of Man, and being found in Faſhion as a Man. For 


it 


1 


it may as well be argued from theſe latter Words ( as ſome | 
Hereticks have deny'd his Humanity) that he was only in Ap- 1 
pearance, and not really a Man, as that from the Image or Form | 
of God, he was not truly God, and <qual with God, | 

Rom. i. 20. St* Paul makes the Creation of the World to be | 
a full Evidence and Proof of the Eternal Power and Godhead ; 
and that the World was made by the Sn of God, not miniſterially, 
bur as God, I have betore obſerv'd, and will be very plain by 
70 . 4. together, 1 Cor. viii. 6. Rom. xi. 36. Col. i. 16. 

ohn i. 3. 

And here I muſt take notice of your unfair Dealing, p. 6. 
where Col. ii. 9. is cited, The Fulneſs of the Godhead, you add, 
as if it were another Reading or Meaning of that Expreſſion 
(or Divine Power ;,) and you refer to this Text, Rom. i. 20. af 
if this juſtified you for ſo doing: Tho' in this Text the Word 
Godhead is us d as well as Power; to which the Epithet Eternal 
is added, which you changed to Divine; as imagining, thu' in 
vain, that it would better ſuit your Purpoſe, 

Rom ix. 5. Whoſe are the Fathers, of whom concerning the Fleſh 
Chriſt came, who is over all, God bleſſed for ever. Amen. Thus 
it is render'd in our Bibles, and ſo by (i) Novatian, c. 13, & 
30. but you tranſlace ir ( in your Letter to the Biſhop of Lon- 
don, p. 5.) The God over all be bleſſed for ever. Amen. Bur I ask, 
Why did you ſo render it; for neither the Context, nor the 
Apoſtle's Argument, nor the Greek (*) will warrant your fo 
doing? For, | 

St. Paul in the 2d and 3d Verſes having expreſs'd his great 4 
Concern, even to a Degree of wiſhing himſelf accurſed or ſepa- l 
rated from Chriſt, for his Brethren, his Kinſmen, according to the | 
Fleſh, leſt, as he ſays, c. iv. 14. thro' their Infidelity the Promiſe 
to Abraham ſhould be made of none Effect: He proceeds ina 
very rhetorical Climax to fer forth the great Privileges and 
Advantages they had, as fo many Arguments to them above | 
others, to embrace the Faith of Chriſt ; ſaying, * Who are I/- | 
* raelites, to whom pertaineth the Adoption, and the Glory, and 
© rhe Covenant, and the giving of the Law, and the Service (or 
true Worlhip, A, of God, and the Promiſes ; whoſe are 
the Fathers, and of wm, as concerning the Fleſh, Chriſt came, 
© who is over all, God bleſſed for ever: That is, cho' ir was great 
Honour to them, that he deriv'd his human Nature from them; 
for he took on him the S ed of Abraham; yet as the Completion 
and perfection of their Happineſs and Dignity, Fe was over all, 
and no leſs than God bleſſed for ever. And this was the ongeſt 


— — — — — — — — — — — — — — —_— — — — 


—ẽ— 


(i) Quorum patres & ex quibus Chriſtus ſecundum carnem, 
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and a neceſſary Argument to induce them to a Belief in him, 
becauſe they expected their Meſiah ſhould be ſomething more 
than of the Stock of Abraham, or of the Lineage of David. And 
had the Apoſtle ſtopp'd at, of whom concerning the Fleſh Chriſt 
came, the Argument had been no better than Abimelech's to 
perſuade the Men of Sichem to make him King; I am your Bone, 
and your Fleſh. But when Chriſt came (as they ſaid Fohn vii. 27.) 
no Man knoweth whence he is; and therefore the Apoſtle tells 
chem, Tho' according to the Fleſh he came of your Fleſh, and is 
Man, yet he is alſo truly Eternal God; for without this Cha- 
rafter of him, which they expected their Me2ſtah to have, 


they — 1 have been apt to have ſaid, as they did before they 


crucify'd him, Is not this the Carpenter's Son? And then the 
Concluſion would have been, as our Saviour ſaid, that the Pro- 
phet mould not have been without Honour, but among his own Kin, 
and in his own Houſe. 

This I rake to be the plain and natural Conſtru&ion of the 
Apoſtle's Diſcourſe ; but you ro force your Interpretation, 
firſt tranſpoſe the Words, and then conſtrue them fo, as good 
Grammar will nor bear; & d, S mivmoy O e evnoymres eig 
* 019va;; this, in the Letter and Order of the Words is, 
being over all God bleſſed for ever: Being muſt necefiarily refer 
ro, and agree with what went before; viz. Chriſt ; and ſo Ter- 
tullian applies it; and therefore you leave out « @y Being, and 
ſuppoſe : to be underſtood. 

To ſum up this Matter; tis very obſervable, that the Apoſtle 
ſpeaks ot our Saviour in the ſame Terms, as _ _ ule when 
they name God; for they generaliv add Bleſſed for ever, and 
the Bleſſed (alone, without the Addition of God) denores A/- 
mighty God: as is evident by Mark. xiv. 61. 

1 John 15. God is Light; and this is ſaid alſo of Chrift, 
John 1..9. by che ſame Apoſtle; and our Saviour ſays it ot 
1.1imielt, Jchn viii. 12. I am the Light of the World. 

1 Tim. vi. 15. Cod is ſtild King of Kings, and ſo is Chriſt, 
Rev. xvii. 14. & XIX. 20. 


Acts xx. 28, Take heed to feed the Church of God, which he 
hath purchas'd with his own Blood, 


Hebr. xiii. 8. Jeſus Chriſt the ſame yeſterday, to day, and for 


ever; which ſurely denotes his Eternity; for this is equivalent. 


to what is ſaid Rev. :. 4. of the great God, which is, and which 
was, and wh ch is to come. | 

But Mr. Seaton havirg cited many Places of Scripture, in 
which the Things ſpoken of God, and which cannot be ap- 
plied but to the mighty God, are allo predicated in the higheſt 
Senſe of our Saviour ; I ſhall ſay no more upon this Head, 
bur only that our Saviour maſt therefore be Gd, or elſe we muſt 
charge even the Scriptures with Blaſphemy. 

I preſume you will not deny, and therefore I necd not quote 
Texts, that Faith in our Lord Jeſus is made neceſſary to the 


Remil- 


65 | 
Remiſſion of Sins, and eternal Salvation; that all the Miracles 1 
which were wrought by the Apoſtles, even the giving the Holy | 
Ghoſt, were effected thro' Faith in his Name; and well there- | 
fore might he require, ohn xiv. 1. Te believe in God, believe 1 
alſo in me, For ſurely theſe are ſuch Inſtances of his Gadizad, 
chat without it no Creature could require, nor any Creature 
pay them to another. | 1 
To Faith in him I, muſt add Advration and Worſhip, wich Men | 
J. and Angels too are commanded to pay him. | | | 
It cannot be deny'd, but that Prayers directed immediately 
and ultimately to him are Acts of Divine Worſhip : St. Stephen did : 
8 fo, Lord Feſus receive my Spirit : And the Apoſtles not only Acts vnn. 
tray d to him, but did it in the Form of Bleſtng in his Name, 55. 
which in al Nations, in all Times has been done only in the | 
Name of ſuch as they eſteem'd Gods: And 2 Cor. xiii. 14. The | 
Holy Ghoſt alſo is added (which is the Form now eus d in our | 
Liturgy ) and with great Reaſon; for our Saviour has com- 
manded them to baptize in the Name of the Father, and of the Matthew 
Sun, and of the Holy Ghoft : And this he requires them to teach xxvtii. 19. 
all Nations. And in St. Mark c. xvi. 16. there is added to this 
Command, He that believeth, and is baptix'd, ſhall be ſaved; 
but he that believeth not ſhall be damned: And Verſe :o. 4 
they went forth and preach'd, The Lord Confirming the Word | 
this Doctrine) with Signs or Miracles. Surely this is a full 
Evidence that all Three Perſons are God ; and therefore St. Faul, 1 
I Cor. i. v. 14, 15. thanks God that he baptiz'd none | 
leſt any ſhould ſay, that he baptiz'd in his own Name: For | 
w Baptiſm is a Dedication of us to Cad. Bur if this may, nay muſt, 
be done to Chriſt and to the Holy Ghoſt, and yer the One be but | | 
a Creature, and the Other the Creature of that Creature, I know 
not how you will cxcuſe your felt trom che Popiſh Superſtition | 
of addreſſing themſelvcs to Saints and Angels, and imploring 
of them their Protection: Or even from Pagan hat;; for 
| they had their turelar Deities, which they did not cticem 
their Supreme God: For let the Nature and Digmty ot our Servi- 
our be never ſo great and highly exalted, it he be leis than | 
God, we muſt fay as the Angel did to &. Fohn, Rev. xx ii. 9. See i: 
thou do it not, for I am thy F-llow-Servant wor jhip 6; for 
+» God himſelt has ſaid, He will not give his Glory to anther, 
| I know not how you will avoid chis Difficulty, but by advi- 
ſing your Proſelytes not to baptize their Children, till the 
Time comes (which in your Poſtſcript ro the Biihop of L-n- 
| don; you ſay you hope for) that there ſhall be a Reformation 
of our Doxology, for then the Form of Baptiſm may be a!rer'd 
too; but in the mean time to the 4rian you add the 4nabap- | 
tiſt ; and yer I believe moſt of them are ſo good Chriſtians, as f 
not to receive you into their Communion. 
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T muft not omit, 1 John v. 7. There are Three that bear Re- 
cord in Heaven, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt ; and 
theſe Three are One. I know you have a very ſhort Anſwer to 
this Text, chat it was inſerted by ſuch as you now call Atha- 
naſians. Bur this is a Point I ſhall leave to be argued by 
Learned Men: Tis enough for me that | find this Text in my 
Bible; and that it was in the Epiſtle before the Time of Ari- 
xs ; for St. Cyprian (who liv'd about the Middle of the Third 
Century) in Syllables quotes it; and therefore tis incumbenc 
on the Arians to prove it was inſerted ; and it requires very 
mw and expreſs Proofs to deprive us of fo long a poſſeſ- 

ion. | 

But it is aſtoniſhing, that you ſhould, p. 29. with fo great 
Confidence peremptorily aſſert, that * no one Perſon excepted 
« againſt the Word Created till Athanaſius; nor any one aſſerted, 
© that the Sm was uncreated till he did it: For your own 
Quotations conviet you, at leaſt the Authors you have directed 
me to, have furniſh'd me with many Inſtances that confute you; 
And have you never ſeen Biſhop Bul /s incomparable Book? Do 
you not know that your Learned Friend Dr. Clark rejetts the 
Teſtimony of the Fathers ? And does nor Dr. Waterland, in his 


admirable Tra, give the Reaſon for it, viz. «© Becauſe he knows 


« they are againſt him? | 

'Tis no leſs aſtoniſhing that you ſhou!d venture to aſſert, that 
for the Coeternity of this Spirit, or even his equal Antiquity 
© with the Sn, there is not One proper and dire# Teſtimony, Sa- 
© cred or Primitive, that you know of, now extant in the Records of 
© the Chriſtian Church; till long after the Council of Nice, in the 
latter Days of Athanaſius himſelf.” Experience has too much 
confirm'd rhe malicious Man's Rule, fortiter calumniare, aliquid 
herebit : And there can be no Reaſon for ſuch bold poſitive 
Aſſertions, but only the Hope that ſome unwary Men may be 
thereby induced to think there may be ſome little Truth in 
them: For Men may be deceivd in ſuch Opinions, tho' no 
Arguments can be found ſufficient ro convince chem. 

For my Parr, I think the Texts and Teſtimonies, which you 
have cited to prove the Holy Ghoſt, created, made and not eter- 
nal, (if the firſt were juſtly and truly interpreted, and the lat- 


ter fairly repreſented ) would be ſufficient to confute you. 


Bur J ſhall ſhew, 


#irſt, That you have miſerably mangled and miſrepreſented 
theſe Quotations; as you have done the Authorities relating to 
the Sn: And that theſe very Authors, whom you have taught 
me to conſulr, do, in other places, in moſt ex preſs Words 
afierr the Nivinity of the Holy Ghoſt, as fully as we profeſs to be- 
lieve it: | | 

And then prove the ſame by plain Texts of Scripture. 


+ 


Firſt, 


1671 
Firſt, You cite Tertullian adverſus, Prax. for ſaying, © I ſuppoſe p. £5. 
© the Spirit is derivd from no other Original than from the Father 
© by the Son : Tertullian's Words are, Quia Spiritum non aliunde 
puto qudm d Patre per Filium. : 
Origin might have been omitted in your Tranſlation, but that 
you thought it would ſeem to your Reader to imply a Crea- 


tion. 
, The moſt that can fairly be inferr'd from this Paſſage, is, 
1 that in Tertullian s Opinion the Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt was 


from the Father by (h) not and ( x, ) the Son, as the Do- 
ctrine of the Greeł Church is, and has formerly been the Sub- | 
ject of a great Diſpute : But nevertheleſs, that this was nor i 
Tertullian's Opinion, will appear by whar follows, p. 877. Ter- 

tius eft Spiritus 4 Deo & Filio: The Third is the Spirit from God 

( che Father) and the Son. | 

But to your Quotation, I further ſay : 

Tertullian was anſwering an Objection, that Three Perſons in Adv. Prax. 
the Godhead deſtroy'd the Monarchy of the Deiry : © Nv, ſays p. 845- 
Tertullian, (4) for the Monarchy is to be underſtood to be then 
© ſubverted, when another Dominion of its own Condition and 
proper State, and therefore emulous, is ſuperinduced 
© when another God is brought in, or there are many Gods... 
© But I, who deduce the Son, non aliunde, from no other than 
© the Subſtance of the Father, how can I be ſaid to deſtroy the 

1 * Monarchy ? And ſo it muſt be ſaid in the Third Degree, be- 
* cauſe I think the Holy Spirit is non aliundè, from no orher than 
© from the Father by the Son; as he had ſaid a little before, 
a * How can God ſeem to ſuffer any Diviſign or Diſperſion in 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt, who hold the Second and Third Rank | 
« Partakers (Conſorts) of the Subſtance of the Father; as he | 

| 
| 
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| had ſaid, p. 844 ( againſt rhoſe who believ'd God ro be One, no 
| otherwiſe than as if the ſame Hypoſtaſis or Perſon were Father, 
| and Son and Holy Ghoſt ) () © as it One might not be A in this 


| Way 


1 


* 


— 


(4) Everſio monarchiz illa eſt tibi intelligenda chm alia 
Dominatio ſuæ conditionis & proprii ſtatus & per hoc æmula 
ſuperinduciter; chm alius Deus infertur adverſus Creatorem, 
runc male chm plures ſecundum Valentinos & Prod icos 
| Cæterùm qui Filium non aliunde deduco ſed de ſubſtantia Pa- 
tris -—  Quomodo Poflum de fide deſtruere monar.. 

chiam Hoc mihi & in Tertium gradum dium fir, quia 
Spiricum non aliunde puto quam à Parre per Filium. 

(r) Quale eſt ut Deus diviſionem & diſperſionem pati videa- 
tur in Filio & in Spiritu Sancto ſecundum & tertium fortitis 
locum tam conſortibus ſubſtantiæ Patris. 

( ) Dum unicum Deum non alias putat credendum quam fi 
ipfum cundemq; & Parrem & Filium & Spiricum Sanctum di- 


cat, 
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* Way alſo, fo long as Al are of One, viz, by the Unity 
© Subſtance. And the Divine Oeconomy diſpoſes this Unity in- 
to Trinity, Father, Sm, and Ay Ghoſt; Three, not in ( flatu ) 
© Condition, but Degree (or Order; ) not in Subſt ance, but in 
Form, &c. Which, p. 853. he repeats, ſpeaking of the Fa- 
ther and che Son, (e) not Two Gods, but as Father and Son 
Two; not by any Separation of Subſtance, but by Diſpoſition ; 
© for we aſſert the 8on to be undivided and inſeparate from the 
* Father. And p. 847. () We ſay the Sn proceeds by Pra/a- 
tion from the Father, but is not ſeparated from him. The Fa- 
© ther, Sun, and Holy Ghoſt are jnſeparate from each other. 
0 Hen P. 849+ Ubique teneo unam ſubſtantiam in tribus coharenti. 
© OUS. | | 

Your Quotation out of Origen's Comment on St. John, p. 36. 
is moſt ſtrangely repreſented ; for upon the Text in St. John, 
that all things were made by the Word, he ſtates Three Opinions; 
not that any of them were given as his own, but as in che Per- 
ſon of others; and the Concluſion, which may ſeem to be his 
Opinion, you have perverted by your Tranſlation. | 

The firſt of theſe Opinions is, that whoever ſays that the 
Holy Spirit is a Being made, and allows this Text in St. John, 
© muſt of Neceſſity allow, that he was made by the Word, and 
by Conſcquence (here you make a N. B.) the Word was 
© more ancient than He. | 
Noa all this is certainly true, if the Holy Spirit be a Being 
made; but this wants to be prov'd, nor is it Origen's Aſſertion; 
and the Conſequence, that, in that Caſe, the Word is more 
ancient than He, is alſo certain and obvious without your N. B. 
Which ſhews indeed your own Opinion, but not Origen's, tho 
perhaps you inferred it to induce the Reader to think lo. 

The Second Opinion is, That whoever will not admit the Ho- 
© iy Spirit to be made by Chriſt, muſt by Conſequence ſay that he 
© is Unbegotten, if he judges what is ſaid in ( not the, as you 
© render it generally, but) this Goſpel, (viz. this Text in St. John) 
© tobe true. 


— 


cat; quaſi non fic quoq; unus ſit omnia, dum ex uno omnia per 
ſubſtantiæ ſc. Unitatem; & nihilominus cuſtod iatur 51z0v0 wig 
ſacramentum quæ unitatem in Trinitatem diſponit, tres diri- 
gens Patrem & Filium & Spiritum Sanctum, tres autem non 
| Hi ſed gradu, nec ſubſtantia fed forma, & c. 
() Dii non duo, fed qua Pater & Filius duo, non ex ſepa- 
ratione ſubſtantiæ ſed ex diſpoſitione, inviduum & 1nlepera- 
tum Filium a Patre pronunciamus. | 
(%) Prolatum dicimus Filium a Patre, ſed non ſeparatum, 
inſeperatos ab alrerurro Patrem, Filium & Spiritum Sanctum 


Teſtor. | 


Here 


of 


- 
- . 
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Here you ſtop, as it were, to give us our Choice of theſe 
Two Opinions; knowing, that tho we do aſſert that the Holy 
Spirit is a neceſſary Eflux of the Deity, as proceeding from the 
Unbegotten Father, (as we fay the Syn is alſo by being begotten 
of the Father) yet we do acknowledge that Unbegotten is ſaid 
particularly of the Father, and, in Conſequence of this our 
Doctrine, you imagine, that fince we both ſhall difallow this 

1 ſecond Opinion, ( unleſs you will change the Term Unbegotten to 
. 87 as 4 N alto ſignifies) we muſt agree with you in 

3 this firſt, 

But you have omitted the Third Opinion, which is of one 
who afſerts, (F) Hat there is m proper, peculiar Eſſence (i 
© £aiay ) of tho A Spirit different from the Father and the 
© Son, | 

If by ir dia ſhould be meant no diſtin Perſonality, we p mph 
ſhall both agree in rejecting this Third Opinion, and ſo does A — 7 
Origen too. | x 

Bur if ih, voray be taken, as I have render'd ir, (and it ITY 
properly ſignifies ) for Sub$ance or Eſſence, then here the Con- 
ay of the A Spirit is aſierted: Then the Text 
Matt. xii. 32. is cited, that Blaſphemy againſt the Son ſhall be 
forgiven, but againſt the Holy Ghoſt, ſhall not be forgiven ; as it is 
alſo cited in Pamphilus's Apology, p. 674. with this Expreſ- 
ſion of Admiration, (4) O, how great is the Majeſty of the 
Holy Spirit 
Then immediately after this Text in St. Matthew, follows 
the laſt Part of your Quotation. which for the ſtrange Tranſla- 
tion and perverting of it, I will ſer down in diſtin& Columns. 


_— -— — — 


” — — - — 


In your Tranſlation. [ As in the GRE EK. 


r LIILIRIC_I_GGE ST ES ELIE EY 


We who are perſuaded, that () We therefore who are per- 


the Father, Son, and Holy | ſuaded, that there are Three - | | 
Ghoſt are Three Subſtances , | Pcrfons or Subſiſtences, Father, # 
and | Son, || 
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N (4) Quis ergo non obſtupeſcat quanta Majeſtas fit Spiritũs | 
| Sandi. | 
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and do believe there is 2 Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and ds 
unbegotten but the Father; believe that there is nothing un- 
admit this Notion as agreeable to] begorten but the Father, or that 
Piety and Truth, that when all] is different from the Father; 
things are ſaid to be made by | do admit as pious and true, ( all 
the Word, the Holy Spirit is | Things being made by the Word) 
the moſt honourable, and Firſt I that the Holy Ghoſt is more ho- 
in Order of thoſe Beings which] nour able than all Things, and 


the Father made by Chriſt - in Order or Station, than all 
Things made by the Father by 
Chriſt, 


Beſides other Faults in your Tranſlation, I uſt rake notice 
that you turn πτπο¾qʒ tee into a Superlative, moſt honourable, in 
ſpight of your Grammar, and inſert Firf in ſpight of your 
Author, in which it is not. 

The Import of this Paſſage ſeems to be this: That there are 
Three diftin& Perſons or Sub ſiſtences, ( not Subſtances ) viz. The 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt ;, and tho? it be true, that 


chere is nothing unbegotten but the Father, and that all Things 


were made by him; yet tis true too, that the Holy Ghoſt, who 
is One of thoſe Three Perſons, is more honourable than all Made 
or Creared Beings, and is in Rank and Station above, or more 
honourable than all Things made by the Father, by or through 
Chriſt. 

But whatever Doubt there may be of Origen's Opinion or 


Expreſſions in this Paflage, the Account which Pamphilus gives 


of him is full and clear, and ſets forth Origen's Sentiments of 
the Holy Spirit in Terms ind iſputable. / 

() P. 760. Origen ſays, * He could not find one Word in the 
© Scriptures, by which the Ho'y Ghoſt could be ſaid to be a Creature : 
and yer, of all the Fathers, none were better, ſcarce ſo well, 
vers'd in the Scriptures as Origen. 

(*) P. 764. he ſays, That Baptiſm was not compleat, but by 
© the Authority of the Trinity, that is, by the Naming of the Fa- 


- * ther, Sn, and Holy Ghoſt; and, particularly, that the Name of 


* the Holy Ghoſt muſt be join d with the Father and Son. 


— 


— 
—Y 


(i) veruntamen uſq; ad præſens nullum ſermonem in Scrip- 
turis ſanctis invenire potuimus, per quem Spiritus Sanctus Crea- 


tura eſſe diceretur. i — 
(*) Salutare baptiſmum non niſi excellentiſſimæ Trinitatis 


authoritate; i. e. Patris & Filij, & Spiritüs Sancti cognomina- 
tione compleatur, & innato Deo & unigenico ejus Filio, nomen 
quoq; Spiritus Sancti copuletur. 


(') p. 763. 
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() P. 765. He makes the Omniſcience of the Holy Spirit a 
Proof of his Divinity, ſaying, © Fhat as the Father and the Son 
© knows the Beginnings and Ends of all Things, ſo alſo does the Holy 
© Spirit; which is impoſſible for a Creature to do, | 
I have in a former Place taken notice of your Quotation, 
p. 35. of Ireneus, that the Text in Geneſis, Let us make, &c. 
was ſpoken to the Holy Ghoft, as well as to the Sn; and you 
have alſo cited him tor applying the 8ch of the Proverbs to the 
Holy Spirit; and then, notwithſtanding your Notion of the 
2 Creation of the Holy Ghoſt by the Son, if the Son was created the 
Beginning of his Ways, and the Holy Ghoft was alſo created the. 
Beginning of his Ways, then there are Two Beginnings. 
And tho' I have alſo quoted Athenagoras before, I muſt once 
. more mention what he ſays, viz. The Holy Ghoſt is the Eflux 
1. © of God, flowing from and refle&ed back to him, as the Rays 
J © of the Sun. Who then would not wonder, that they ſhould 
© be calld Atheifts, who acknowledge God the Father, God the 
„Son, and the Holy Ghoft, ſhewing both their Power in Unity, 
and Diſtinct ion in Order? 

And now ſurely I may venture to contradict you, and ſay, 
that there are ſome proper and direct primitive Teſtimonies for 
the equal Antiquity of the Holy Ghoft with the Son, nay, and for 
His Coeternity. For Athenagoras and Jrenæaus liv'd in the Second 
Century; Tertullian, Origen and Pamphilus in the Third, long 
before Arius broach'd his Hereſy, or Athanaſius had Occafion to | 

: aſſert our Faith in Oppoſition to it; ſo that you muſt blot theſe 
out of your Catalogue, p. 29. of the Defenders of your Do- | 

Arine, and the reſt too, if your Quotations out of them be 
like theſe which I have examin'd ; and I have a Right to con- | 
| 


clude they are no better, till theſe are juſtify'd to be true and 
fair; which, I am confident, is impoſſible to be done. 


I ſhall now mention ſome of the Sacred Teſtimonies, which | 
the Scriptures afford us. | | 
I have already taken notice of the Form of Bleſſing in the | 
Name of the Holy Ghoſt, as well as of the Father and of the 
Son; and that we are in like Manner to be baptiz'd ; and of 
the Inference Origen makes from the Omniſcience of the Holy 
Spirit. And St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor, c. ii. v. 10, * The Spirit ſearch. | 
g « eth the deep Things of God ; and v. 11. The Things of God Ovueis. 
© Enoweth no Man, but the Spirit of God. 
So 1 Cor. xii. St. Paul reckons up the ſeveral Gifts of the Holy 
& Spirit, in the 7th, 8ch, ↄth, 1och, 11th Verſes ; and in the 28th 


() Sicut Pater novit initia omnium quæ ſunt & fines, fic & 
Filius fic & Spiritus Sanctus ſciat id; quod impoſſibile eſt omni 
Creaturæ cognoſcere. | 


ke 


. 


he aſcribes chem all to God ; and as he Gays in the 4th Verſe, 
© There are Diver ſities of Gifts, but the ſame Spirit: So in the 
4th and 5th Verſes he fays, © It is the ſame Lord, the ſame 
God which worketh all in all. *. Yes | 

Rom. ix. 1. St. Paul calls the Haly Ghoſt to witneſs : This is, 
ſwearing by him, which is appealing to him as knowing our 
Hearts, which Gad only does. I the Lord ſearch the Heart, I 
try the Reins, Jer. xvii. 10. And 'tis, an. Act of Adoration due 
only to Almighty God; and therefore our Saviour forbids 
us to ſwear even by Heaven, tho it be the Throne of God, 
Matth. v. 34. . FOE 

Aﬀs v. 3. St. Peter tells Ananias, he, had lied to the Holy 
ol and b. 4. he. ſays that by ſo doing, he had lied unto 
Ad, Ki. 2. The Holy Ghoſt ſaid, Separate me Barnabas and 
Faul; and v. 4, they being ſent forth, preached, u. 5. the 
Word of Gol. . aal | 


Theſe may be ſufficient to ſhew,, that there are Sacred Teſti- 
monies alfo afſercing the Godhead, of the Holy Ghoſt. | 
P. 1, And therefore ler me expoſtulate with you, Why you never 
make him the direct Object of any Doxalogy at all? For if he 
be God; if he beſtous upon us all other Gifts and Graces, by 
which we are enabled to do any Service to God, as is evident 
both by Sacred and Primitive Teſtimonies, all Acts of Adora. 
tion are due to him; and, ad heminem, I may ſay, you eſpe- 
cially ſhould not deny this to him; becauſe in the Doxologies, 
which you quote, you allow this A& of Divine Worſhip to be 
= ro Chriſt, tho' you make him bur 4 Creature; which, if 
ut a Creature, ought not to be paid to him. 

There can be no doubt, but that the Doxologies in the Scrip- 
ture may be piouſly -us'd by any good Chriſtian ; God forbid, 
that they ſhould be call'd Arian : Bur if they who deny the 
Divinity of the Lord Feſus Chriſt, and of the Holy Ghoſt, uſe 
rheſe Doxologies in Oppoſition to the Divinity of Chriſt and the 

Letter to Holy Ghoſt, and as a Declaration of their Denial of it, then they 

the Biſhop are Arians, or ſomething (I know not what, for you call both 

of London, Arians and Athanaſians Hereticks ) which is not Chriſtian, by 

p. 5. Vreſting and abuſing thoſe Scriptures to a Purpole very diffe- 

Pſal, xci, rent from the Doctrine therein expreſsly aſſerted and deliver'd 

11. to us. The Devil quoted to our Saviour the Scripture exactly 

Mat. iv. 6. in Syllables; but in the Application and Uſe he made of it, 

Luk. iv. 10. he was ſtill a Devil, a Tempter, and a Liar, as much as from the 
Beginning. | 

Now whatever may be that Sin againſt the i Ghoſt, which 

our Saviour fays ſhall never be to:given, ſurely, denying that 

Holy Spirit, reducing this Third Perſon in the Bleſſed ſrinity to 

Heb. x. 29. @ Creature, and that of a Creature z and doing this det to 

the Spirit of Grace, muſt molt ot all be a Sin againſt Ve And 

4 tho 
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tho there be a Sin unto Death, for which St. John will nor ſay 1 John v. 
that we ſhall pray, yet in Charity I will hope you are not fo 16. 
harden'd in it, but that you will find Place for Repentance, and Heb, xit. 
a Way to change your Mind; and, in order to it, will ſeek it 17. 
earneſtly with Tears; and therefore (tho you value not Anathe- Ms rvdiag 
ma's, p. 41. ) accept of my Prayers, that that Holy Ghoſt, chat ne. 
Paraclet, that Advocate, who maketh Interceſſion for us, with Rom, viii. 
Groanings which cannot be utter'd, may give you his Grace to ſee 26. 


your Error, and to repair by a publick Recantation (as much 
ab in as lies) that Scandal, which you have m_ to all true 
Chriſtians by ſo unwarranted and Blaſphemous a Doctrine. 


dence on both Sides; but when I confider how few Texts of 
Scripture you have cited, and how ſtrangely you have miſcon- 
ſtrued and miſapplyd them; and how you have mangled your 
Teſtimonies, by leaving out and putting in wharſoever ſuited 
your Purpoſe ; I may very juſtly ſay, as you do, p. 37, it is 
not neceſſary to divide them under Tuo Heads; tor you may be 


faid to have made Evidence, but to have produced none: So that 


if renouncing your firft Faith, into which you were baptiz d, be 


a Falling away, and that be a Crucifying the Son of God afreſh, J Heb. i. 6. 


doubt we cannot ſay for the ſame Reaſon, for which our Savi- 


our pray'd for them, who actually did crucify him, Father, LuKk-xxiv. 
4 


forgive them, for they know nat what they duo. 


On the other hand; if the Texts and Prophecies in the Old Te- Joh. 39. 


ſtament, which teſtify of the Meſſiab, and what he was to be; 
and if the Opinion and Expect ation of the Fews founded there- 
upon be of any Value: | | 


If Revelations from Heaven, the Voice of God the Father bear- 


ing Wirneſs of him, the Holy Spirit of Truth, the Aſſertions of 
our Saviour himſelf, and the Writings of the inſpir d Apoſtles, 
and their Succeſſors, to the Time of Arius, are ſuffcient Evidence 
of Truth: n 

If Miracles, ſuch as no Man ever did, wrought by his own 
Power, and in his own Name, raifing himſelf from the Dead, au- 
thoritatively forgiving Sins, giving the Holy Ghoſt and Eternal 
Life, receiving and requiring from all Men Adoration, and Her- 
ſhip, and Honour, no leſs than what is paid to the Father, are as 
good Proofs of his Divinity, as they are of Omnipotency, which 
I take to be ſynonimous ; | 

Then the Author and Finiſher of our Faith, the Lord Feſus, is 
eternally God, the God of our Salvation ;, and we muſt with jwyful 


Lips praiſe him, and ſay, Before thou hadſt form'd the World, Pſal. xc. a. 


from Everlaſting to Everlaſting thou art God. | 


And no leſs is the Holy Spirit; for which the Authorities and 
Proofs have been but fo little b&foremenrion'd, that I need not 
repeat them. 


This 


I ſhould now, according to your Method, ſum up the Evi- 


24:1 
This is the Faith which has been deliver d to the Saints ; this 
has been profeſs'd and taught for 300 Years after Chriſt, ( as the 
incomparable Biſhop Bull hath irrefragrably prov'd ; ) This is 
what hath been confirmed by their Miracles, and ſeal'd with 
their Blood ; and alſo of their Succeſſors, in Oppoſition to 
Arius and his Diſciples, and in Spight of the fevereft, and 
indeed more barbarous Perſecution than ever was ſuffer'd un- 
der the moſt cruel and inhuman Heathens. This Seed of the Church 
has baought forth Fruit for theſe 1300 Tears from that Time: 
In all which long Time, have there been no learned, no 
pious, unbiaſsd Men in the Chriſtian Church, in no Part of the 
World, to reſcue our Holy Religion from the Errors which 
you now impute to it? Were they all, in all theſe Ages, 
corrupt and become abominable ? Was there none that would 
do ſo great good; no, not one? This is a very heavy (think 
whether it be not alſo a very arrogant ) Charge: Think whe- 
ther againſt ſuch a Cloud of Witneſſes, a Man may not be 
ſuſpected to be wiſe in his own Conceit; eſpecially ſince one 
Acts xx. Apoſtle has told us, that grievous Wolves will enter in, not 
Ve 29 30. ſparing the Hoch; ( and ſuch ſurely the Arians have prov'd, 
., and even more than ar-firſt the Gnoſticks : ) And that Men 
2 Tim. iii. ſhould ariſe, ſpeaking perverſe Things, to draw away Diſciples 
5. after them; ſuch as ſilly Women, or Men weak in Faith ; And 
Rom. xiv. another Apoſtle has foretold, that there ſhall be falſe Teachers, 
J. who ſhall privily I wiſh I had no Occafion now to add Openly ) 
2 Pet. ii. 1. bring in damnable Here ſies, ( I am ſorry to reckon you among 
them, as I muſt by the Deſcription which the ſame Apoſtle 
John xvi. Sives of them, viz. ) even denying the Lord that bought them. 
13- And unleſs that Holy Ghoft, who was ſent from Heaven to lead 
xiv. 26. and guide us into all Truth, and to teach us all Things, has taught 
you to deny himſelf; and that you can evidence your Do- 
ctrine, as the Apoſtles did that, which they did, and we do 
profeſs, by the miraculous Gifts of that Holy Ghoft ; = muſt 
excuſe me, and Mankind will excuſe themſelves from ſubmitting 
to your Authority, and peremptory, ill. grounded Aſſertions, in 
Contrad ĩction of thaſe Apoſtles who, we both agreee, did write 
as they were moved by the Ho'y Ghoſt. 
And tho' it be one great Bleſſing and Privilege of the 
Jer. xxxi. Kingdom of the Meſſiah, foretold by che Prophet, and repeated 


34 by St. Paul, that all ſhall know the Lord, from the leaſt to 
Heb. vill. the greateſt; and the Scriptures were written for this Pur- 
Il. poſe, and are profitable for Inſtrufion ; and are able to make 
2 Tim. iii. vs, and even Child ren (for literally Timothy, ro whom it is 
16. faid, had Inn them from a Child ) wiſe unto Salvation; yet 
2 Tim. iii. they muſt be forbid to all Proteftants, as well as Papiſte, 
15. who are not ſo learned and cunning Interpreters of them as 


your ſelf and your Friends, leſt they ſhould be led by them 

Acts xxiv. into that Faith and Worſhip of their Fathers, which you call He- 
20, reſy. Biſhop Kidder mentions a fabulous Story among the nes 
: Ee” Thar 
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That when Almighty God dictated che firſt Chapter of Geneſis to 
Moſes, and came to the 25th Verſe, Let Us make Man; Mors 
was ſtartled, and pray'd him to alter that Exprictfi -n, leſt it 
might be interpreted of a Plurality of G; but was anſwered, 
Write as I command you : So I fancy if you had been the Ama- 
nuenſis to the Apoſtles, you would have propos d to them to al- 
ter thoſe ſacred and ini Writings, which fo exvreſsly aſſert 
the Divinity of the Son and Holy Ghyft ; and they would have an- 
ſwered you, as Gad did Moſes, or as St. Pau! telis the Corinthians 
in che Caſe of the Lord's Supper, What I deliver to you, I re- 1 Cor. xi. 
ceived of the Lrd; and as he tells the Epheſians, I mult not 23. 
ſhun to declare unto you all the Counſel of Cod; for there will ariſe Acts xx. 
Men [peaking perverſe Things, & c. and other Foundation can no v. 27. 
Man lay, than what is laid, which is Feſus Chriſt. Ver. 30 
1 Cor. iii. 

To conclude: Faith, ſays the Apoſtle, is the Evidence of 11. 
Things not ſeen, not to be judg'd by our S-nſe or ſhallow Rea- Heb. xi. i. 
ſoning grounded upon it: Hardly do we gueſs arizht at Things tha” \W1ifd. ix. 
are upon Earth, but the Things that are in Heaven, who hath 15. 
ſearched out? For the more thou ſearcheſt, the mare thou ſhalt mar- 2 Eidr. iv. 
vel, at the infinite Wiſdom and Goodneſs of Gd in vititing his 25. 
Creatures, till we come to ſee him as he is, and co know him even 1 John 1, 
as we are known, 2 

I pray God to enlighten your Eyes, that you may know at 1 Cor. xiii. 
leaſt in this your Day the Things which belong to your Peace: Aid 12. 
God grant that we may meet in Communion with the Church Luke xix. 
of God here, and with the Saints hereafter: Thar beginning 42. 
our Praiſes upon Earth, we may be admitted to join with the Eph. i. 18, 
heavenly Choir in eternal Allelaiahs, to the Glory of God th: Fa- 
ther, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghoſt, One God, Bleſſed fr 
ever. This is the ſureſt Mark, I can give you, -of Friendſhip : 
And that 


J am, 


Your Humble Servant, 


Burley, | 
Sept. 23. 1719. 


NOTTINGHAM. 
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P. 38. I cu wiſh that | may be a happy Means of bringing all the 
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POSTSCRIPT 


35 ERE are ſome Things in your Letter relating to this | 
Controverſy, but not properly the Subject of it, which 1 | 
have not taken notice of in the foregaing Letter, though they 
ſeem more particularly add reſs'd to me than all the reſt; and 
therefore I will now tell you what you may expect from me 
concerning them. | 


Parts of our *© old genuine Chriſtianity to ſuch a fair, open. and 
© impartial Examination, as you have propos'd. 

If you mean, as you ought, that Method, which in all Ages +, 
has been the Practice ot the Church in determining Controverſ12s, , 
I heartily concur with you; and we have in our happy Con- 
ſtitution that Method eftabliſh'd by Law: The Convocation is 4 
Part of the Parliament; and as of Right it muſt be ſummon'd 
with the Parliament; ſo that Summons will be rendred inſigni- 
ficant and nvgatory, if they are not permitted ro ſit and act in 
taking Care of that Flock of Chriſt, of which the Holy Ghoſt has 
made them Overſeers, and which the Laws of the Land have 
committed to them; eſpecially ar a Time when the Do&rines of 
our moſt holy Faith, and the 4p9ſolical Inſtitution of the Go- | 
vernment of our Church, are ſo'virulently atrack'd, and in ſo 
open and inſolent a Manner. 

It was the Advice of Mecænas to Auguſtus, never to ſuffer 
any Innovation in Religion; becauſe the Peace of the State de- 7 
pended upon it: That Prince had Peace in all the World; put 
what Diſtuxbances, what Miſeries, Innovations in. Religion have 
caus'd in this Nation, the Hiſtory of the laſt Ape intorms us 
ſufficiently; and how fatal the Feuds and Animoſities, occa- 0 
fion'd by the Pretenders to Religion, in this may be, no Man can 
foretel, every good Man fears. | | 

Now whatever ill Uſe has been made of the Text for ſuffer- 
ing the Tares, which were jown by the Enemy, to grow up with the 
Wheat ; yet ſurely we are nat to lay our ſelves to ſleep on pur- 

poſe to give che Enemy an Opportunity ro ſow them. The ws 
„ reckog 
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reckon they are forbid even by the Law of Moſes to revile the 
Gods of other Nations, which were no Gods : But that the n 
of God, whom we, and all Chriſtendom, adore as the God of our 
vation, ſhould be revil'd, trampled upon, and put ro open Shame 
by thoſe of our own Nation, in Contempt of the Laws of the 
Land as well as of God, uncontroul'd, without any Animadver ſin, 
wichout giving the proper Champions of our Faith an Oppor- 
tunity to refute and reclaim them from their Errors, is ſo unac- 
$4 countable a Proceeding both in Prudence and Religion, that [ 
will hope a ſpeedy Remedy will be apply'd co it; and that 
thoſe, who are in Authority, will free themſclves not only from 
the Suſpicion, bur from the real Guilt roo of being Partakers of 
other Men's Sins; for, qui non prohibet, cum poteSt, jubet : And 
therefore that they will adviſe. his Majeſty to give the Fathers 
and Paſtors of our Church Leave to ſpeak for themſelves, and in- 
| deed for the King: For Defender of the Faith is not an empty 
Title. The Defence of the Church of England, and the holy Reli- 
| gion profeſs'd in it, is the Foundation of che Revolution, and of 
His Majeſty's Succeſſion to the Throne. And, after all our Expe- 
riments, this Church will be found to be, as was ſaid of the 
Sanctuary, The Excellency of our Strength, and indeed of all the Ezekiel 
Proteſtants in Europe; who, as much as they want our Support, Xxxiv. 21. 
will have little Reaſon to think we ſhall be much concern'd | 
for them, with whom, in ſome Points we differ, if we ſhew 
but little Teal for our common Chriſtianity, in which we 
* agree, 
By what I have now faid, in the foregoing Letter, you 
may eaſiſy conclude, what my Opinion will be of your De- 
mand of an open Toleration : If the Lord Feſus be a Creature, 
and you worſhip him, tis 1dalatry : If he be God, and you de- 
ny him, 'tis Blaſphemy. And what Puniſhment Almighty God 
ordain'd for both theſe Sorts of Offenders you know. What 
Texts have you to quote for an Excmprion from thoſe Penal- 
ties; or, at leaſt, ſuch as the Laws of the Land inflict? What 
can we ſay in Conſcience for an Indulgence, and thereby, in 
fome Meaſure, eSfabliſhing theſe Iniquities by a Law? When 
the Zews aſſaulted che Chriſtians, and were beaten * even be- X i. e. By 
fore the Judgment: Seat, twas no ſmall Reproach to Gallio, the-Greeks. 
that he cared for none of thoſe Things. Shall the States of the Acts xvifi. 
Realm our-do that Aupid Governor, and even countenance, nay 17. 
_ authorize Aſſaults upon the Lord Feſus himſelf? Thus we ſhould 
expoſe our ſelves to that ſevere Rebuke, Theſe are the Wounds, Zech. xiii, 
which I receiud in the Houſe of my Friends, 6. | 
Bnt if this were not che Caſe, with what Face can Arians 
ask ſuch Favour from any who have ever read the Hiſtory 
I of their Barbarities ? J might ſay, They have taught us a 
Leſſon againſt themſelves, but I am far from interring trom 
thence a Retaliation ; but ſurely tis a prudent, and, in this 
looſe Age, a neceſſary Caution, not to admit ſuch Enemies 
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within our Walls, nor make it poſſible for them ever to be in 


A Condition to practiſe the Ike again. 
As for that wonderful Book, as you call it, p. 40. * The 


* Apoſtalical Conſtitutions, by which you would have the Doctrine, 
* Diſcipline, Government, Worſhip and Canons of the Church a- 
© mended z or rather that it might be admitred entirely as an 
© Original Rule and Standard in theſe Matters: I am nor learned 
enough to argue from Authorities that This is not genuine; but 
I have ſome Thirgs 2gainſt the Uſe Vu have made of it, and 
which you dcfire others and the whole Church of God to do too. 

You your felt ſay, p. 41. That you believe it to be genuine, 
ard for the main uncorrupt. I cannot well reconcile theſe 
Two: For if there be any &nown Corruptions in it, then it is 
not genuine and Authentic; or ar leaſt it muſt be purg'd of 
tliole Corrupt ions, be fore it can be of any Authority : And how 
thall we diſtinguiſh them? I know you have a ſhort Rule for 
it, viz. Whatever does not ſuit with your Opinion is corrupt; 
and by che fame Reaſon, whatever does not ſuit with your Ad- 
verſaries Opinion, muſt be judg'd by them to be corrupt: And at 
t ais Rate che whole muſt be laid afide; and indeed it is very fit 
it ſhould be ſo. 

For how can This be a Rule and Standard, which muſt it ſelf 
be tryd by ſome other Rule, before it can in Reaſon be admit- 
ted to be ſo? And if in the Scriptures the Whole Counſel of God 
hath been made known to us ; it, as in the 6th Article of our 
Church, they contain All Things neceſſary to Salvation, or as 
St. Paul ſays, are able to make us wiſe unto Salvation, What need 
have we to ſeek for another Rule? Or to heap to our ſelves 
Teachers, having itching Ears? For 'tis, as St. Paul tells us, an 
Evidence, that we will not endure ſound Doctrine. 

Bur I will ſuppoſe your Quotations out of this Book, (for I 
have not compar'd them) are, not like your other Quotations, 
bur, in all Reſpects, right and fair: Then if theſe are inconſi. 
ſtent with the avow'd Writings of the Apoſtles, as moſt certainly 
they are; Which of the Two ſhall a Man, that is ro form his 
Faith, be guided by? Thoſe Writings which are acknow- 
ledg'd by Both to be genuine, and written by Inſpiration; or 
thoje, which are controverted 2 The Choice is Eaſy ; and beſides 
the genuine Scriptures being firſt written, St. Paul ſays, tho an 
Angel from Heaven ſhould preach any other Goſpel than that which 
we have preach'd unto you, Let him be accurſed. 

But ſuppoſe you could antwer every Objection to this wonder- 
ful Book, (which I am confident you cannet as a Scholar; and 


I am lure you cannot reconcile or maintain the Contrad ictions in 


it to the true Scriptures) I pray you to conſider the Conſe- 
quence ot it, and the Miſchief you do to Religion by the At- 
tempt of it; for the genuine Scriptures and this Book cannot 
both be true; but if both be aſſerted and made out to be of equal 
authority, the Conlequence mult be (and wicked Men, _ 
an 
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and Deiſts will not fail to infer it) that we muſt believe neither; 
for tho' one Part of a Contradiction muſt be true, yer a Witneſs, 
who affirms both Parts, is never beljev'd, but is ſer aſide as a 
falſe one in all Courts of the World; becauſe one Part of what 
he fays muſt be falſe; and there can be no Reaſon or Obliga- 
tion from him to believe one Part of what he ſays more than 
the other: So that if the Apoſtles have really writ or dictated 
both rhe ſacred Books and the Conſtitutions, they muſt loſe all 
Credit of Inipir'd Writers, and conſequently you have fur- 
niſh'd a ſufficient Argument to ſet aſide all reveal'd Religion: 
So that I may juſtly ſay of this Book, as the Roman Prætor Ur. I. 40 
petillius did of That of the Laus of Numa Pompilius ; which, Wn 
like This, was dug out of Rubbiſh ; that it was fitted only to 
diſſolve all Religion; or rather that This forms a Religion that is 
it ſelf fit to be difſolvd, and therefore ſhould be burnt, as 
That was by the Senate, rather than brought into the Canon of 
the Scriptures, which we are ſure are the Word o God. 

The Jeſuits in China have torm'd a new Goſpe), repreſenting 
our Saviour only in his moſt exalted State, concealing his Cruci- 
fixion : On the other hand, you are depreſſing him into a 
Creature, not concealing, but denying his Deity. They might have 
learnt a better Leſſon from St. Paul, of glorying only in the | 
Croſs of Chriſt; and St. ohn hath cold You, that he who denies Gil. vi. 1 4 
the Sm is Antichriſt : They take away the Means of our Salvation, , ſohn ii 
You take away the Power, by which he can beſtow and give it 23 
to us: They ſpeak ſome Truth, but not the whole Truth: You 
deny the Truth, which, St. Fohn ſays, is no leſs than making God 
a Liar, by not believing the Record which God gave of his Som, 
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